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ABSTRACT 
Compulsive Maladaptive Behavior as a Cause for 
Criminal Recidivism 
(May 1984) 
Wm. Anthony Abruzzi, Jr. 
B.A., University of Virginia 
M.D., Columbia University, College of Physicians 
and Surgeons; M.S., CHE, Hunter College; 
Ed.D., University of Massachusetts 
Directed by Dr. Gene T. Orro 
By interviewing, examining, and testing two groups 
of criminals, recidivists have been compared to first 
offenders. 
The hypotheses included the premise that patho¬ 
logically symbiotic parenting, with authoritarian attitudes, 
but inconsistent or inadequate "follow-through" structure, 
results in prolonged dependency needs (failure in separation- 
individuation) , superego lacunae, and impoverished executive 
functions of the ego such as capacity for impulse-control, 
frustration-tolerance and gratification-postponement. 
The author hypothesizes further that these de¬ 
ficiencies contribute toward anger and depression over the 
thwarted individuation; projection of that anger towards 
society; expectations of society's inadequacy in dealing 
with their transgressions; poorly developed conscience and 
moral responsibility; diminished capacity for pleasure, 
excessive fears and mistrust of the external world (and the 
people who populate it); and pursuit of maladaptive defenses 
designed unconsciously to return them to safe "prison womb". 
IV 
Data derived from two criminal cohorts gave credence 
to the descriptive validity of these postulates. Recidivists, 
when compared to non—recidivists, were: more angry, 
depressed, anhedonic, fearful, and sociopathic; were more 
likely to have had ineffective, inconsistent authoritarian 
parenting; showed less ego strengths and less development 
of moral judgement. 
More sophisticated double-blind studies are suggested, 
especially comparing recidivists and first offenders with each 
other, and with controls. In this way it might be possible 
to discern a continuum: those developmental defects least 
evidenced among conformist controls; more demonstrated in 
first offenders; and most obvious in chronic recidivists. 
If this were revealed, persistent offenders might 
lend themselves to early identification. This study 
suggests that early identification of recidivists criminals 
is feasible, thus making possible rehabilitation. 
This rehabilitation, properly within the purview of 
mental health professionals, could be aimed specifically at 
the poorly developed ego functions and moral reasoning which 
have in the past caused these offenders, unconsciously, to 
repeatedly seek out the haven from dealing, (and failing), 
which the prison represents. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
Repetitive Anti-Social Behaviors: Free-will 
and Personal Decision-making, OR Psychological 
Aberrances? 
My premise is based on the assumption that criminal 
recidivism is an increasingly serious problem in our 
society (Archibald, 1949; Byrne, 1966; Radzinowicz, 1973; 
the U.S. Report on Juvenile Delinquency, 1976). 
These studies give us ample evidence of the fact 
that criminal activity continues to rise; the incidence 
of serious crimes is greater each year; the number of 
people repeating crimes similar to those they have 
committed in the past has risen until in some of these 
studies reference is made to a 7 5 or 80 percent recidivism 
rate; prisons are overcrowded; budgets are taxed in order 
to maintain prisoners in situations where either they are 
to be punished in a retributive sense, or punished so as 
to deter further excursions of that ilk; or where they can 
be safe for themselves and society can be safe from them; 
and more and more these experts in the field exhort our 
society to provide reasonable answers in order to 
alleviate this pressing social concern. 
1 
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The hypotheses offered and tested in this study are 
based on the assumption that it may be possible to separate 
prisoners into different groups which will enable them to 
receive rehabilitative attention more directly related to 
the issues and problems which occasioned their deviance in 
the first place. The investigator is especially concerned 
with that group of anti-social, acting-out criminal 
recidivists who appear to constitute a mental health and 
public health problem by virtue of their consistent, 
compulsive deviant behavior, and society's hitherfore 
failing efforts to correct it. 
This dissertation will attempt to discuss the issue 
of criminal recidivism from the point of view of its being 
a public health problem; from the vantage point of studying 
the literature which is already accumulated on the subject; 
and with an attempt to create a new approach towards the 
problem which may offer at the very least, investigative 
merit, and at the most, practical and rehabilitative prospects. 
There have been many studies describing the psycho¬ 
logical features which seem to appear in subjects 
characterized as criminal recidivists, or criminal per¬ 
sonalities. Some of these studies have detailed the data 
derived from psychoanalytical case histories which demon¬ 
strate the developmental injuries suffered as a result of 
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parental excessive dependency needs in turn resulting in 
pathological symbiosis (Deutsch, 1944; Whiting and Child, 
1953; Mahler, 1965; Kernberg, 1967; Masterson, 1973, etc.). 
A few authors have tied the faulty separation- 
individuation which results, to anti-social acting-out 
(Bowlby, 1953; Mahler, 1965; Masterson, 1973, etc.). 
Giovacchini (1973) has described the personality 
characteristics of the criminal recidivist which include 
low self-esteem, poor frustration tolerance, inadequate 
impulse control and little capacity to postpone gratifica¬ 
tion. He clarifies these adjustment deficiencies in 
discussing executive ego functions. 
Testing scales have been devised which seem to 
promise much in identifying impulsiveness and other 
characteristics of criminality-proneness (Edell and Chapman, 
1979; Chapman, et al., 1983); lack of ego strengths 
(Loevinger, 1962, etc.); symbiotic, authoritarian parenting 
(Loevinger, 1976, etc.), and moral judgement levels 
(Kohlberg, 1969 and Rest, et al., 1974, etc.). Other 
investigators have shown that some changes can be affected 
in some of these personality frailties by appropriate 
training (Turiel, 1966; Blatt, 1969; Hickey, 1972; Kohlberg 
and Freundlich, 1973; Fleetwood and Parish, 1976; and 
McColgan, et al., 1982). 
There is a pressing need to construct a lattice- 
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work of these many filaments. There has seemed to be no 
fabric of continuity and purpose to these many threads. 
Ideally we should be able to see a step-wise nature 
both to the cause and effect, and to the possible remedia¬ 
tion . 
It seems logical to describe the criminal recidivist, 
and searching backward, correlate his anti-social behavior 
with impulsiveness and the lack of normal moral judgement; 
in turn resulting from frail ego strengths, and anti-social 
projection; derived from anger and poor self esteem; 
perhaps occasioned by symbiotic, superficially-authoritative, 
and inconsistent, parenting. It might also be possible, 
pursuing this theoretical direction, to look ahead, cull 
out this particular criminal sub-group, and describe 
methods of changing those characterological features 
which had been making rehabilitation difficult. 
In other words, the literature does not reveal 
studies which attempt to describe a step-wise progression 
from faulty separation-individuation to anger and depression 
on the one hand, and poor executive ego strengths and 
defective moral development on the other hand. It was 
theorized that it might be possible to demonstrate in 
criminal recidivists an inordinate degree of anti-social 
projection resulting from that anger and depression and 
low self-esteem; poor impulse control and defective moral 
development resulting from the parenting process which did 
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not facilitate the growth of ego strengths. 
If this seeming gap in research projects were 
attended to, it might, in turn, be possible to behaviorally 
enhance the moral and ego development in these subjects. 
But, in addition, if such corroborative data were forth¬ 
coming, it might be feasible, also, to affect a marriage 
between those developmental insights into the psychological 
dynamics, with the behavioral change methods which will 
be described anon. In this way we may be able to thera¬ 
peutically and behaviorally address ourselves to those 
dynamics when we first see these youngsters in juvenile 
delinquent commitments—before they become criminal 
recidivists. 
With this in mind it was attempted to discover 
whether recidivists, more than non-recidivists, suffered 
from the symbiotic parenting and the inefficient 
authoritarianism which may contribute to: (a) faulty 
separation-individuation, in turn causing poor self image 
and ego development, and the anger and depression which 
result in projection of that rage against authority figures 
and society in general; and (b) the super ego lacunae which 
may impede moral development and the capacity for healthy 
object relations. 
It was decided to test cohorts of criminal re¬ 
cidivists and non-recidivists for parenting types and 
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features; evidence of anger, depression and fear; and the 
level of ego and moral development which had been attained 
in those subjects. 
CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
Pathological Symbiosis. Many authors have referred to the 
pathological symbiotic process which may exist between 
mother and child. Bender and Yarnell (1941)f described 
the seeming contradictions in mothers who show dissatis¬ 
faction and resentment toward an offspring, then compensat¬ 
ing and covering this anger "with over-protection, indulgence, 
and preoccupation with physical ills in the child." Deutsch 
(1944), pointed out the conflict in the infant between the 
symbiotic relationship and autonomy. She also alluded to two 
other bulwarks of the symbiosis-separation-individuation 
theoretical formulations. She referred (a) to the mixed 
messages the mother may give at the time, encouraging 
pathological symbiosis, and (b) to the possibility of a 
second, similar,conflictual separation—individuation during 
puberty. 
The dynamic constellations referring to the develop¬ 
mental importance of excessive symbiosis and separation- 
individuation were discussed articulately by Klein (1952). 
Earlier, Levy (1935, 1943), had described maternal 
over-protectiveness. In his 1943 book, in particular, he 
further delineated pathological symbiosis to include 
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excessive social and physical contact, exaggeration of 
infantile care, prevention of independent behavior by 
supposed protection against danger, and excessive maternal 
control (by discipline or indulgence) over the child's 
behavior. Similarly, Powermaker, et al. (1973), had 
referred to excessive symbiotic relationships. 
Faulty Separation-Individuation. Others have developed the 
theory further to describe the faulty separation-individua¬ 
tion which may result from such symbiosis. Expansion of 
these concepts included the contribution of healthy 
separation in normal ego development and the possible 
developmental defects caused by faulty separation- 
individuation, in turn caused by pathological symbiosis/ 
(Mahler, 1965). 
Whiting and Child (1953), had alluded to the 
possible traumatic effects of delayed or stunted strivings 
for independence. 
Kernberg (1967), stressed the developmental effects 
on ego development and object relations and representations. 
Masterson (1973), tied together these theoretical 
concepts so as to demonstrate their effect on faulty 
separation-individuation. 
Relationship Between Separation-Individuation and Anti^ 
social Behavior. Some theorists and investigators have 
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begun to suggest cause and effect relationships between 
pathological symbiosis and faulty separation-individuation 
on the one hand, and anti-social acting-out on the other 
hand (Bowlby, 1953; Mahler, 1965; Mahler and Furer, 1963; 
Mahler and LaPerriere, 1965; Mahler and McDevitt, 1968; 
Rinsley, 1968; and Rinsley and Hall, 1962). 
Cause and Effect. Many different factors have been 
implicated in an attempt to understand the repetitive, 
seemingly masochistic behavioral patterns. 
The studies of Mahler and Furer (1963), Mahler and 
LaPerriere (1965) , and Mahler (1965), described the multi¬ 
stage, multi-faceted process as beginning with the practice 
of the emerging autonomous functions of the ego; this in 
turn indicates that the child takes for granted the mother's 
emotional presence, returning to his mother once in a 
while for "libidinal refueling". These authors go on to 
describe a progression made possible by mastery of locomotion 
and manipulation: these partial functions and new skills 
become part of increased differentiation between representa¬ 
tions of his self and those of his love object. 
The balance now shifts in the mother-infant inter¬ 
action from mother's activity to the chiIds.' The language 
expands; It now has unconscious meaning, "a wordless 
appeal for love and praise from the mother, an expression 
of longing, a search for meaning. . ." (Masterson, 1973). 
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Developmental Theorists 
Klein (1952), stressed the importance of develop¬ 
mental factors. Mahler (1965), and Masterson (1973, were 
more definitive in tying developmental factors to criminal 
activity. This was also described by Szurek (1942). 
Developmental defects caused by faulty separation-individua¬ 
tion result in a sense of abandonment, of restraint against 
autonomy by threats to withhold vital emotional nutrients. 
Bowlby (1969) was impressed by the primacy these feelings 
hold over one's entire life, and the supreme need to defend 
against these feelings. He called it "attachment 
behavior". 
Masterson (1973) showed the similiarity between the 
feelings of actually being abandoned and those which emerge 
from pathological symbiosis. In the latter case, the 
threat is that growth toward individuation and autonomy 
would entail the withdrawal of the mother's emotional 
supplies: "He needs her approval to develop ego structure 
and to grow; if he grows, the supplies are withdrawn". 
Thus begin his feelings of rage, depression, fear, guilt, 
and helplessness--a sense of emptiness and void. But these 
feelings, especially hatred and rage against one's mother, 
are intolerable. So instead we see ego—splitting, denial, 
and a rejection of his own "unfolding individuality . And 
so he continues to cling, and hates himself and her for it. 
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The primitive defenses of splitting, denial, and clinging 
are later reinforced by acting-out, compulsive behavior, 
reaction formation, detachment, isolation, affect with¬ 
drawal, etc., and thus, perhaps, the clinical picture of 
criminal recidivism (Masterson, 1973). 
The SocLopathic Personality; An Entity? 
As early as 1945, the chronic anti-social criminal 
was described as characterized by impulsiveness and marked 
irresponsibility with intense, but labile, emotional states 
(Greenacre, 1945). In addition, frequently noted were lying 
and stealing impulsively, especially under pressure; 
living in the moment, with great intensity; acting without 
plan and seemingly without concern for the consequences. 
Greenacre (1945) also characterized the sociopath as 
behaving as if the consequences were meant for someone 
else, not for him; "exempt. . . or miraculously saved". 
Greenacre further described an inability to learn from 
experience, a tendency to repeat the same fiascos time 
and again, and the self-destructive nature of their be¬ 
havior. She also brought together family factors: a 
frequently stern, respected, and often obsessional father 
who is remote, preoccupied and fear-inspiring in relation 
to his children; (and an excessively symbiotic relation¬ 
ship with an indulgent, pleasure-loving, frequently 
attractive, but frivolous, mother who is often at least 
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tacitly contemptuous of her husband's importance). 
Mahler (1965) refers to the mother's infatuation 
with the delinquent recidivist child, and notes her 
indulgence of him by using the phrase "he got his way". 
Friedlander (1949) says such mothers smother the 
child with affection, but that the child is basically 
rejected. There is a facade of a "strong emotional relation¬ 
ship with the child. . . (but this occurs because the 
relationship is). . . based first and foremost on her own 
narcissistic needs". 
Some see this indulgent mother as maintaining the 
symbiotic relationship, forestalling independence in the 
child by giving sanctions for "super ego lacunae": "thus 
unconsciously encouraging amoral or anti-social behavior" 
(Johnson, 1949). 
Szurek (1942) was more concrete by calling the 
phrase "he will outgrow it", the very "permissive pro¬ 
tective attitude that keeps the problem active . He 
suggests that the permissive attitude develops a definite 
pattern of expectation of some degree of whitewashing 
from other adults. 
In their famous study the Gluecks found that the 
mothers of delinquent boys showed "clear evidence of being 
over-protective. . . an attitude that frequently leads to 
a crippling childhood dependence which may be carried 
over into adulthood" (Glueck and Glueck, 1950). 
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The significant role allegedly played by the over- 
protective, indulgent mother in contributing toward re¬ 
current anti-social behavior has been described by other 
authors (Binstock, 1973; Blackman, Weiss and Lamberti, 
1963; Freeman and Savastano, 1970; Hayner, 1961; Loth, 
1967; Riley, 1971; and Wattenberg and Saunders, 1955). 
The concept of free choice has been advanced in 
contrast to the developmental theories. Wechsler has 
stressed the role of personal responsibility, stating 
emphatically that, "in the criminal recidivist such sense 
of responsibility is absent and that therefore he con¬ 
stitutes a problem to be dealt with by conviction and 
correction" (Wechsler, 1954-1955). 
Similarly, a moralistic tone was adopted by 
Cleckley (1964), who described the "untruthfulness and 
insincerity" of the criminal, his lack of "remorse or 
shame"--or loyalty, implicating personal choice on the 
part of the subject, and ridiculing the possibility of 
change through therapy, etc. Allen (1969), concurred, 
saying to the potential recidivist, "the decision rests 
with you". 
Newman (1974), in defense of prisons, calls such 
recidivists, "dangerous. . . deliberate. . . and willful". 
Finally, a seemingly definitive work on the 
"criminal personality", emphasized thinking errors and 
personal decision-making (Yochelson and Samenov, 1976). 
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Although many writers would agree that it is 
necessary to protect society and that some criminal behavior 
seems incorrigible, it seems difficult to control for the 
variable of the correctional system itself. Radzinowicz 
(1961) , early documented the "failure of the correctional 
system". 
Guze (1964) , goes further in noting that criminal 
experience and exposure to the so-called correctional 
system are in themselves the factors promoting further 
criminal behavior. 
Menninger (1969), in his book, "The Crime of 
Punishment" asserts that larceny exists in most of us; the 
law. enforcement system provokes anxiety and reaction; 
and that the prison system itself is the guilty party. 
Quality and "numbers" as they related to the 
correctional-probation system are also implicated as 
causative variables in the production of repeated 
criminality (Adams and Vetter, 1971). 
The deficiencies and stresses present in prison life 
were enumerated by Halleck (1974). Halleck pointed out 
that it is hardly fair to deride cynically the attempts 
at therapy and rehabilitation because of the gross 
inadequacies of such attempts. In a consideration of the 
problem of recidivism, Halleck also implicates the day 
to day stress of prison life; the lack of mutuality between 
"desirable behavior", and the needs of the offender prison 
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in relating to people in the real world, learning to 
find a job, and enjoying being productive. In the dynamic 
of wanting to "be better", "stay out of trouble", "be an 
acceptable member of society", learning trust is important. 
Halleck asks, "How can that be engendered in a system 
which is largely punitive?" Halleck further questions 
whether counseling or therapy can be barried out or re¬ 
inforced in a "cruel and dangerous environment". He 
describes the prison lesson to be fearful of intimacy, 
and points out that prisons ruthlessly suppress all 
manifestations of normal aggressiveness (qualities necessary 
for effective survival in a competitive society). The 
prisoner has no control over his own life and is system¬ 
atically deprived of the opportunity to make decisions. 
Thus Halleck and others are saying the prisoner cannot 
develop the needed sense of responsibility. As he loses 
his sense of autonomy he increasingly views himself as a 
person not responsible for his subsequent behavior. 
The premise is that the prison climate reinforces 
and perpetuates the psychological features which may have 
caused the anti-social behavior in the first place (e.g. 
"prison life contains formidable stresses which elicit 
considerable psychological pain. . . embitterment ). Also, 
prolonged isolation produces less capacity for adjustment 
and more stress on the outside. And then, when "out" the 
ex-prisoner is obviously stigmatized, discriminated against, 
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both overtly and covertly, and left out of job training 
and job opportunities which might have enabled him to 
compete effectively in the free world. This, plus the loss 
of emotional support, possible loss of mate and/or 
children, parental rejection, avoidance by friends, all 
predispose one toward a further sense of alienation, of 
not belonging to the culture, therefore not to its rules/ 
and thus a return to anti-social postures (Halleck, 1974). 
Martinson (1974), Morris and Hawkins (1974), Shervington 
(1974) , and Zimbardo and Haney (1975) all find similar 
responsibility for criminal recidivism within the penal 
system itself. But Schwartz (1975), wondered if that 
concept did not constitute an over-simplification. He 
stressed the interplay between "upbringing", personality 
make-up, and socialization experiences prior to imprison¬ 
ment. 
An approach that emphasizes a more traditional, so- 
called "horrible family life" approach, continues to 
receive support. 
Taylor (1960) described the textbook picture of 
the "disturbed home" creating lonely, paranoid, critical, 
frightened subjects who are unable to tolerate the 
emotional demands which contact with others brings; who 
have no satisfactory social skills; who can't "get along 
with people"/ and who therefore revert to social avoidance 
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and anti-social activity. Daniels, Gilula and Ochberg 
(1970), are impressed with the importance of role-modeling 
of parents' behavior and with physical punishment and TV 
and movie violence and anti-social behavior as reinforcers 
for this modeling effect. Some analytically-oriented 
clinicians have emphasized the responsibility of maternal 
abandonment and deprivation. The role of the family unit, 
the father-figure identification, family interaction 
patterns, and family communication systems have also been 
studied (Freeman and Savastano, 1970; Greenacre, 1945; 
Johnson, 1949; Newman and Denman, 1970; and Vaillant, 1975). 
Other theorists have wondered about the responsi¬ 
bility of society itself for criminal recidivism, and the 
effects of cultural conflicts and social pressures, socio¬ 
economic deprivation, etc. (Archibald, 1949; Kudryavtsev, 
1974; Menninger, 1969; Reiner and Kaufman, 1959; Taylor, 
1960; Wilson, 1974; and Yablonsky, 1963). 
With no mention of developmental defects caused by 
a specific abandonment-effect syndrome, many authors have 
espoused a completely analytical approach, underscoring 
psychological deviance as the prominent factor in the 
production of criminal recidivism (Bios, 1979). For 
example, Glover (1961), wrote that a disordered, in¬ 
consistent, loveless emotional climate in infancy and child¬ 
hood can result in ego deficiencies and "reversion of the 
super ego, which is the organ of moral and ethical communi- 
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cation with the external world". Glover asserted that such 
environmental factors foster the development of an endo- 
psychic factor in deliquency. . . or crime is "the end 
of a song sung to the child in its cradle". He pointed 
toward trauma, broken homes and parental hostility 
(conscious or unconscious) as causative factors. Lindner 
(1961), stressed inward strife provoked by familial and 
environmental tensions, poor father-image, etc. 
The "precarious self-representation", vaguely- 
defined identity, (accompanied by low self-esteem)., extreme 
feelings of inadequacy, helplessness and vulnerability of 
these subjects were described graphically by Giovacchini 
(1973). He further tied this complex to anti-social 
behavior in a consideration of the deficiency in the ego's 
executive system which results in an inability to adjust 
to many facets of the external world. Giovacchini pointed 
out that fear of identity dissolution, a perplexing and 
confusing feeling of not knowing who or what he is, his 
place in the world and his purpose in life, contributes 
to this lack of adjustment. This is further experienced 
as failure, and more frustration in mastering what to him 
are the inordinate complexities of reality. His self 
esteem (ego) receives a blow with each failure, resulting 
in a vicious circle. The continuum runs from the 
characterological problems based on the faulty separation- 
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individuation, to unreal expectations of the outside world. 
The perceived expectations cause trauma resulting from 
an inability to deliver. Then there is resulting negative 
feedback, increased feelings of inadequacy. This is 
followed by a diminished capacity to deal with reality, 
frustration or pain, and character formation dominated by 
defensive reactions. Theoretically, this results finally 
in an adult personality pathologically constructed (since 
it is the outcome of reactions against what has been 
experienced as a traumatic adolescence) (Giovacchini, 
1973). 
Asch (1974) attempted to use analytical theory in a 
practical sense by pointing out that these developmental 
problems result in marked super-ego defects, accompanied 
by serious ego defects in reality testing and judgement. 
This, in addition to a pathological primitive narcissism, 
minimizes the deterrence value of punishment and imprison¬ 
ment. Asch and others felt that these defects plus the 
presence of magical thinking, stand in the way of their 
learning from experience (Asch, 1974; and Berkowitz, 
Shapiro, Zinner and Shapiro, 1974). 
All through these many years and many theories has 
run the thread of an attempt to discover a common de¬ 
nominator which might help to predict such redidivist 
criminal behavior. Testing devices have seemed most 
logical. Theoretically, one would expose each criminal to 
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a testing device. The results of the tests would (ideally 
speaking) help predict chronic anti-social behavior, help 
determine treatment and/or prevention methods, and give 
accuracy in deciding social readiness and rehabilitation 
effectiveness. 
The M.M.P.I. has been the natural focus of such 
interest (Guthrie, 1949; Little, 1949 and McKinley and 
Hathaway, 1944). Soon refinements took place, seeming 
connections were pointed out, and more specific components 
of the M.M.P.I. were implicated as correlative with anti¬ 
social behavior. Blair found correlations with high 
psychopathic deviance and hypomanic scales (Blair, 1950). 
Freeman and Mason (1952) compared recidivists with success¬ 
ful parolees. They tried, with some limited success, to 
construct a key which would predict criminal behavior. 
Dunham (1954) pointed to the D and Pd scales as being 
effective predictors. Harris and Lingues (1955) suggested 
the possibility of correlating an "adjective check list" 
with M.M.P.I. scores. Stanton (1956-1957) found significant 
differences between criminal recidivists and "normals" on 
M.M.P.I. scales as he constructed group personality profiles. 
Rempel (1958) was encouraged by the results obtained with 
the use of multi-variant statistical analyses of M.M.P.I. 
scores in the classification of delinquent and non- 
delinquent high school boys. 
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Wirt and Briggs (1959) included personality and 
environmental factors in their study of the M.M.P.I. and 
other predictive tables in the development of delinquency. 
^ further elucidation of factor studies in a con- 
sideration of the psychopathic deviance scale as it applies 
to anti-social behavior was carried out by Astin (1961). 
Gynther (1962) controlled for many variables as he 
studied age, intelligence, socio-economic status, sex, and 
race in relationship to F scales in the M.M.P.I. as they 
related to criminal activity. 
The M.M.P.I. in the study of Rowley and Stone (1962) 
was not helpful in differentiating between emotionally 
disturbed and delinquent adolescents. But there was 
evidence of high correlation between delinquency and psycho¬ 
pathic deviance and hypomania. Similarly, Henricks (1964) 
claimed correlation between psychopathic deviance and 
recurrent behavioral disorders. 
Other interesting directions of inquiry have been 
developed. For example, Gough (1965), was interested in 
applying mathematical principles to the search for a 
predictive key. The concepts of "character-disorder sign" 
(CDS) and "frustration tolerance index" (FTI) began to 
assume importance. 
Black (1967) suggested the possibility of correlating 
a prediction of recidivism as opposed to rehabilitation, 
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with M.M.P.I. testing. He further suggested that the 
M.M.P.I. results (in persistent offenders) were related 
to an underlying need to "get caught" and thereby confirm 
a position in life as a "loser". 
Shinohara and Jenkins (1967), found in persistent 
delinquents high scores of F, Hs D, Pd and Sc, but also 
very high Pa, with more anxiety, self-discouragement, 
looser thinking and more projection. 
In a carefully controlled study Oliver and Mosher 
(1968), found elevated Ma and Pd scores, and low S in 
confirmed reformatory recidivists, thereby confirming many 
other studies. This study indicated that behavioral 
disorders which lend themselves to repeated criminal 
activity are characterized by impulsive behavior, excite¬ 
ment seeking and little guilt, using defense mechanisms 
for their anti-social actions. 
Eysenck and Eysenck's (1975) psychotocism scale has 
been widely criticized as a scale which may measure some¬ 
thing, but which may not truly measure psychosis proneness. 
Bishop and Block (1977) pointed out that schizo¬ 
phrenics do not score higher on the psychotocism scale than 
prisoners, drug addicts, alcoholics, persons with person¬ 
ality disorders, patients with sexual problems, etc. 
However, Edell (1983) suggests that at the very 
least, such scales do identify more future psychotics in 
those who score high, than we would expect to find in a 
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general population. It may very well be that all we are 
dealing with is the fact that schizophrenics are hetero¬ 
geneous in their traits and may not necessarily be anti¬ 
social. 
The attempt to correlate anti-social behavior with 
psychosis goes on. An interesting study entitled 
"Impulsive Nonconformity As An Indicator of Psychosis 
Proneness" was carried out by Chapman, et al. (1983) , at 
the University of Wisconsin recently. Their nonconformity 
scale revealed that experimental subjects whose score was 
at least two standard deviations above the mean did have 
a greater likelihood for anti-social behavior, drug and 
alcohol abuse, and more psychotic or psychotic-like 
experiences, which led the authors to assume that they were 
at an elevated risk for psychosis. 
The same school has developed a scale for testing 
for physical anhedonia, perceptual aberration and their 
relationship to psychosis-proneness. There is good reason 
to believe that the anhedonia and anti—social aspects of 
the Edell and Chapman (1979) works could be useful in 
testing for criminality-proneness, delinquency-proneness 
or possibly even criminal recidivism potential. 
Some investigators have tried to correlate Rorschach 
responses suggesting aggressive inclinations directed 
toward the environment or themselves, with F scale 
elevation (Rice, 1968). 
Others have attempted, still without many replicatory 
successes, to add additional predictive profiles to the 
M.M.P.I. (Dahlstrom, Welsh and Dahlstrom, 1971; Eysenck 
and Eysenck, 1973; Goss and Morosko, 1969; Persons and 
Marks, 1971; and Sheppard and Fiorentino, 1968). 
Attitudinal questionnaires have been studied, but 
have not seemed to add much to our predictive potentials 
(Bartholomew, 1959; and Wolk, 1958). 
Some authors continue to hope the Rorschach will 
provide a predictive key to criminal recidivism (Pothast, 
1956). 
Similarly, the concepts of moral reasoning (Kohlberg, 
1969) and moral judgements (Rest, et al., 1974) have value 
in testing hypotheses in this field. 
Rest (1973), indicates that a large majority of 
delinquents are preconventional in moral orientation. He 
reasons that conventional-stage moral reasoning is an 
insulator against delinquent behavior. Where situational 
or intrapsychic pressures and needs were strong, conven¬ 
tional adolescents might become delinquent. Such pressures 
would not be required as factors for delinquent behavior 
in adolescents at the preconventional moral stages. 
The stages of moral reasoning development are 
described by Kohlberg (1969), Rest (1971), Rest (1975), 
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Jucovic (1980), and McColgan (1982). (See Figure 1.) 
Rest's work has been instrumental in making moral 
responsibility testing simpler in administration and 
scoring, as well as less dependent upon intelligence and 
verbal skills. Rest (1976), and McColgan, Rest and 
Pruitt (1982) lent further weight to the importance of the 
DIT as a testing device in studying crime and delinquency. 
They compared delinquents with controls. "The delinquent 
group's mean index (the relative weight given to principled 
level, or stage 5 and 6, moral consideration) on the DIT 
was 18.8 (SD - 5.16), control group 28.7 (SD - 7.39). 
The t-test indicated a highly significant difference, 
t (68) - 6.2, p < .001. 
This work is predicated on the assumption that 
morality as social cognition undergoes changes with 
general cognitive development (Piaget, 1965; and Hains and 
Miller, 1980). 
Cognitive progress of delinquents seems to con¬ 
sistently lag behind that of non-delinquents. 
Hains and Miller (1980) used a slightly different 
technique in trying to group the supposedly comparable 
study populations of delinquents and non-delinquents using 
only age as a factor. In other words, they assumed that 
age-graded systems predominate in schools anyway, and that 
to adolescence is a frequent chronological age prior 
Figure 1 
Stages of Moral Development 
-S^a9e 1:-Morality of Obedience: The child does not share in making rules 
but understands that obedience will bring freedom from punishment. 
“Do what you're told." 
Stage 2:_Morality of Instrumental Relativism: If each party sees somethi 
to gain in an exchange, then both want to reciprocate. "Let's make 
a deal." 
Stage 3: Morality of Interpsonal Concordance: Each party anticipates 
the feelings, needs, and wants of the other and acts in the other's 
welfare. "Be considerate, nice and kind, and you'll get along with 
people." 
Stage 4: Morality of Law and Duty to the Social Order: Each person 
should follow the law and do his particular job, anticipating that 
other people will also fulfill their responsibilities. "Everyone 
in society is obligated and protected by the law." 
Stage 5: Morality of Social Contract: With each person having a say 
in the decision process, each will see that his interests are 
maximized while at the same time having a basis for making claims 
on other people. "You are obligated by whatever arrangements are 
agreed to by due process procedures." 
Stage 6: Morality of Universal Ethical Principles: Moral judgement 
is determined by mutual respect, trust, justice, and equality 
embodied in principles that appeal to logical universality, 
comprehensiveness and consistency. "How rational and impartial 
people would organize cooperation is moral." 
Note: The brief stage descriptions are adapted from Rest (1979) 
and Jurkovic (1980). 
27 
reference for societal expectations. Also they quote 
Baltes et al. (1977): These authors point out that if you 
try to group your cohorts using factors, and equating on 
variables, besides age, you "redefine the population to 
which generalizations can be made, and the redefined 
population is often so restricted or restructured in 
composition that the generalizations and inferences drawn 
are uninteresting or misleading" (p. 155) . The hypothesis 
that Hains and Miller (1980) were trying to test was that 
delinquents generally would perform at a lower level than 
nondelinquents and that the difference would increase with 
age. 
In procedures, Hains and Miller (1980) used a 
technique which Rest (197 9) , recommended and which has also 
been used by this author, in which the examiner first goes 
over the instructions and the example story and then reads 
each story and the relevant issues to each recidivist or 
to each delinquent and paces himself appropriately to allow 
time for responding to the issues and for the rank ordering 
of pertinent ones. This approach should remove reading 
skills as a significant variable in itself. They used the 
Davidson, et al. Fortran scoring services and calculated 
D score ranging from 0 to 56 with the D involving responses 
to all the issues for the story, and measuring "relative 
preference for principled reasoning over conventional and 
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pre-conventional reasoning" (Hains and Miller, 1980). 
McColgan, et al. (1982), have asked: "What's the 
significance of testing for moral judgement even if it does 
correlate with delinquent behavior?" The answer is: It 
must be one of the few causative factors which lends 
itself, relatively quickly and easily, to remediation. 
After all, as McColgan, Rest and Pruitt (1982) have pointed 
out, "It is plausible to assume that all things being 
equal, youth who understand and appreciate the fairness 
of certain laws and codes of behavior are less likely to 
break those codes than youth who do not see their fairness. 
Youth who understand the reciprocating benefits of organized 
society are more likely to see they have a stake in the 
social order". 
McColgan, et al. (1982), were concerned with the 
fact that lower moral judgement scores which are produced 
by delinquents who disproportionately come from dis¬ 
advantaged backgrounds, may reflect only a product of the 
disadvantaged stage, not a specific factor in the genesis 
of anti-social behavior. This author in another manuscript 
(1983), suggested, however, that the diminished moral 
judgement could be a product of the disadvantaged state 
and then be a "factor in the genesis of anti-social 
behavior". So that they might occur in stages or steps 
in progression rather than occurring all at the same time, 
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or being definable as simultaneous cause and effect factors. 
One aspect of the DIT (which Rest (1979), feels 
is an improvement over previous testing devices, especially 
in the area of moral reasoning), is that the correlation 
between the DIT "P index" with IQ or reading achievement 
is small, so the importance of basic intelligence and 
especially verbal expressive skills may not be as great 
with the DIT,(so that they don't assume quite as much 
importance as variables). 
As regards the reliability and validity of the DIT, 
over several studies, the short-term test-retest correla¬ 
tion of the P index averages .78; the internal consistency, 
.77; correlations with IQ, aptitude and achievement measures 
have generally been found to be in the .20's and .30's 
(Rest, 1979). 
McColgan, et al (1982) state: ". . .In repeated 
studies, delinquents have been found to reason lower than 
their non-delinquent counterparts on moral judgement 
dilemmas. Further, the delinquents reason primarily on 
Stages 1 and 2, which are essentially hedonistic and self- 
indulgent orientations. A Stage 1 and 2 subject is, by 
definition, more responsive to conforming to the power of 
those who interpret the social order for him or her, rather 
than maintaining and justifying the conventional social 
order for himself or herself. If an adolescent appreciates 
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his or her stake in the social order (Stages 3 and 4) 
he or she is more likely to be self-critical, express guilt, 
and be less susceptible to social pressures than those 
adolescents who only see those in power as interpreting 
the social order. In this sense,"higher is better, at 
least where non—delinquent and anti-social adolescents are 
concerned". (See Table 1.) 
The way in which we describe undersocialized or 
anti-social types is utilizable with many of the children 
we see in delinquent situations and with the same de¬ 
linquents who score at Stage 1 or 2 of the DIT. They are 
very frequently characterized by "failure to establish a 
normal degree of affection, empathy or bond with others. 
Peer relationships are generally lacking. . . character¬ 
istically the child does not extend himself or herself 
for others unless there is an obvious immediate advantage. 
Ego centrism is shown by readiness to manipulate others 
for favors without any effort to reciprocate. There is 
generally a lack of concern for the feelings, wishes, 
and well-being of others. . . appropriate feelings of 
guilt or remorse are generally absent" (McColgan, et al. 
1982) . 
As to how remediation can occur, it has been shown 
by Turiel (1966) and by Blatt (1969) that children can 
show upward movement in moral development when they are 
exposed to arguments a stage above their own. The same 
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authors applied the Kohlberg stage—principles to a program 
of moral education. And Blatt and Kohlberg in 1975 reported 
that such a program of moral education could indeed lead 
to increases in higher stage thinking and decreases in 
lower stage thinking with experimental subjects. 
Hickey (1972) performed a series of moral discussions, 
moral dilemmas, moral reasoning training with correctional 
system inmates and showed the same kind of improvement 
possible. Further, Kohlberg and Freundlich (1973) in a 
follow-up of the original subjects in Hickey's study, 
showed that the number of recidivists in the Stage 1 and 2 
subjects was much higher than the number of recidivists in 
the Stage 3 and 4 subjects after discharge from prison. 
Fleetwood and Parish (1976) achieved similar results 
with criminal inmates. 
In 1976, Loevinger described devices to test for 
ego development and parental-child upbringing practices 
which seem pertinent to the hypothesis of this manuscript. 
Loevinger, et al. (1961), and Loevinger (1962), have 
been able to show that high ratings on the AFI indicate 
"punitive and controlling attitudes" toward raising 
children; a view of family life which is both hierarchical 
and sentimental; possibly further, mistrust and paranoia 
(and the tension which accompany them) toward others, and 
about women and their social and biological functions, a 
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somewhat unyielding "conventional conception", an unhappy, 
unfavorable view. This author's additional theorem is that, 
if that authoritarian attitude is combined with primitive, 
but permissive yielding in the execution of discipline and 
parenting authority, then there should be fair correlation 
with low scores on ego strength testing. Loevinger (1962) 
gave credence to the concept that "underlying the qualitative 
change in ego development there is an ordered quasi- 
quantitative variable or dimension. The problem of measuring 
ego development is to ascertain how far a person has come 
along that dimension". The Loevinger Sentence Completion 
Test gives a valuable indication of the stage along that 
continuum reached by a given subject at a given time. At 
the same time Loevinger admits freely "none of the tests is 
as convincing as the underlying construct. They have proved 
useful, however, as means for probing the construct and for 
doing research on the network of relations to which it is 
tied" (Loevinger, 1976). 
There is also an ongoing attempt to devise and test 
new and different personality inventories which may add 
to our predictive capacities (Eysenck, 1959; Fitch, 1961; 
Franks, 1956; Mannheim and Wilkins, 1955; Megargee, 1972; 
Pryor, 1971; Smart and Feier, 1969; and Wilcock, 1964). 
The reader will observe that there is emphasis given 
to several aspects of the literature which have relevance to 
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this study. 
It is important to note the volume of work which 
has been done on the general subject of symbiotic parenting. 
Many studies have described the various ways in which the 
parenting process, in infancy and adolescence, can, (as a 
consequence of poor parenting of the parents, and excessive 
dependency needs on the part of the parent) , result in a 
failure to aid and abet the child in his natural and normal 
search for independence. Much of this literature refers 
to the fact that this kind of pathologically symbiotic 
parenting can result in defects in the separation- 
individuation process, in turn impeding the healthy and 
normal development of the child. 
The second major thrust in the literature, which is 
pertinent, concerns the cause and effect relationship between 
improvident parenting on the one hand, and developmental 
defects in ego strengths and moral development in the off¬ 
spring on the other hand. There have been many attempts 
to give credence to the concept that the variety of 
parenting discussed above can conceivably permit develop¬ 
mental problems in the construction of healthy ego strengths 
and moral responsibility concepts. These impoverished ego 
functions and moral responsibility ethics may very well 
augment the rage and sadness which make more feasible 
anti-authority and anti-social postures. 
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Another important phase of literature describes the 
personality-characterological attributes which correlate 
with persistent anti-social behavior. A natural outgrowth 
of that pursuit has been a few inconclusive attempts to 
correlate those personality types to the dynamic and 
developmental features indicated above. Also germane to 
the thesis posited herein, is a consideration of the long 
standing debate between those who would place the responsi¬ 
bility for dealing with persistent criminals in the realm 
of individual responsibility and punishment, as opposed to 
those who feel that a compulsive disorder is present, 
demanding the expertise of the mental health system. 
Lastly, we have given considerable weight to the 
persistent attempts to devise testing methods which might 
lend statistical credibility to psychoanalytically derived 
data. In that connection we have pointed specific emphasis 
to the work of Edell and Chapman (197 9) , and the work of 
Chapman, et al. (1982) in the area of sociopathic and 
anhedonic characteristics; the work of Kohlberg (1969) and 
Rest(1973) in moral development testing; the efforts of 
Loevinger (1961) and her colleagues in the areas of 
authoritarian family parenting and ego strength testing; 
and the work of McColgan (1982) and many others in utilizing 
behavioral methods to alter some of these moral judgement 
and characterological "dealing patterns . 
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It can easily be seen that these major directions in 
research pertaining to the production of, recognition of, 
and alteration of the characteristics which have seemed to 
lend themselves to criminal pursuits, are relevant to the 
major goals of this study. This study has attempted as a 
result of these exciting directions mentioned above, to 
give evidence for the concept that a continuum can be 
demonstrated from inadequate parenting to criminal behavior, 
in turn suggesting directions for preventing and alleviating 
the maladaptive defenses which seem to be the foundation for 
that behavior. 
CHAPTER III 
THEORY 
Perhaps some of the difficulty in altering the 
overall picture of criminal behavior in our culture is 
based on a continued insistence that one of these views as 
mentioned above from the literature, is the answer, the only 
answer, and all of the answer. 
The investigator would like to suggest that, as is 
often true, there is much merit in several of these 
approaches. A distillation of some of the above mentioned 
studies could conceivably lead one to the following set of 
hypotheses, some drawing upon each other, others dependent 
upon each other. In other words, if we can draw assumptions 
from some of those studies that this, that, or the other 
theorem could have validity, then perhaps we could 
hypothesize from a distillation of those theorems to a 
different set of conclusions, and possibly even remedial 
approaches. 
The reader will notice that in the discussion of the 
available literature, there are many theories which have 
been proposed to explain the occurrence of recidivism in 
criminal behavior. Confusion and conflict in this area 
are accentuated by recent awareness that the stereotypes 
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are more and more difficult to apply: many criminals, 
addicts, etc., are intelligent, charming, attractive. 
They have not been exposed to poverty, racism, war, etc. 
This conflict and ambivalence is fueled by admission (or 
claim) that the offender is appalled by the prospect of 
further, or repeated self-injury, degradation, deprivation, 
which, (he has already learned), results from his anti¬ 
social behavior. Careful perusal of the literature reveals 
the sharp lines demarcating the two armed camps: on the 
one hand there are those who ascribe this anti-social 
behavior to emotional frailty. This group includes those 
who blame genetics, family-home interactions, society's 
ills, the criminal justice system itself, etc. On the 
other hand are those who would like to see the responsi¬ 
bility for acceptable or unacceptable behavior given back 
to the individual. They describe free choice, or free 
will ("the decision rests with you"), "thinking errors", 
etc., and blame lack of remorse or loyalty. They see this 
behavior as a simple, deliberate, willful decision to do 
"it" in the easier, more pleasure-giving (?) manner, with 
no concern for the victims or the consequences. They see 
no psychological disease, reject the medical model, and 
impugn the change-potential for "therapy". 
The ramifications of either choice are fairly clear. 
If, indeed, we wish to espouse the concept of free choice 
and complete individual 
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responsibility, then treatment 
programs, therapeutic facilities, remedial or rehabilitative 
counseling for addicts or for the recidivist anti-social 
criminals (as opposed to those who commit a single, 
impulsive act, or a "crime of passion"), can be eliminated. 
Instead aversive conditioning, positive behavioral 
modification, mea culpa, guilt and atonement-oriented 
espousals, Synanon-type confrontation, etc., all designed 
to aid the offender to recognize and accept full responsi¬ 
bility for his acts, would be utilized. 
In contrast, is some;or all, recidivist-criminal, 
habitual anti-social behavior the result of psychological 
deviance, and/or uncontrollable compulsive behavior? If 
so, then criminal and drug and alcohol-addicted recidivism 
is properly the focus of mental health professionals. The 
individual can be viewed from the point of view of the 
client, rather than from that of the act; and concomitantly, 
there would be great value in ascribing to the world of 
mental health services, the purview of this variety of 
"crime", as regards remedial work, treatment, etc. Perhaps 
at this juncture, some consideration should be given to the 
nosological concepts of sociopathy. Are we really only 
talking about sociopaths and psychopaths? If so, is it 
the implication, however tangential, of this presentation, 
that sociopaths and psychopaths, are, contrary to most 
popular opinion (and most of the literature), truly 
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amenable to treatment? 
Given the medical or psychological model, there is 
implied diminished responsibility for the individual, 
greater responsibility for the society, especially for 
mental health professionals. The tooling, gearing and 
conditioning for the acceptance of this greater responsi¬ 
bility would be one of the ramifications for the mental 
health world. Corollary ramifications would appear in the 
training of mental health personnel, their numbers and 
distribution, mental health center and correctional system 
funding and facilities, etc. 
Two threads weave their way through the fabric of 
the research studies and theoretical formulation which dot 
the literature: one, that compulsive, self-destructive 
anti-social behavior seems to be of one ilk. The heroin 
addict, the chronic criminal, seem to utilize similar 
rationalizations, express similar backgrounds and needs, 
have similar angers and depressions, verbalize similar 
inadequacies or "weaknesses", derive similar secondary 
gains, and occasion similar frustrations and failures in 
the caretakers, keepers, or therapists. Two, frequently 
there appears the frustrated, cynical, or even angry 
("after all we've done for them"). . . kind of reaction to 
the terrible statistics which pursue both groups. The 
defense for this anger, hostility, surrender of hope, is 
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the declamation: "Therapy, support, counseling have been 
tried. They have failed! That's why we give up on the 
'psychological theories', and 'go back' to the concept of 
individual responsibility". It must be said at this point 
that something is not tried if it is not tried honestly 
and well. In these most difficult of all difficult clients, 
there must be dedication and commitment, adequate time, 
skilled counseling, caring and sincerity. Much evidence 
points to a lack of some or all of these needs. In that 
connection rises another ugly head: the absence of sincere 
or meaningful efforts, the easy recognition of lack of 
time, facility or skill, all contribute to making these 
efforts not even marginally or tangentially acceptable 
to the prospective client. So now, perhaps, we're talking 
about poorly conceived "therapeutic" efforts, insincerely 
devised and inadequately supported programs, impotently or 
incompletely applied treatments, and not utilized by those 
who need them most! 
Let us go back to the basic analytic precepts 
which this investigator thinks are necessary for an under¬ 
standing of the dynamics, a behavioral change approach, 
in turn, being dependent upon said understanding of those 
dynamics. 
This investigator would like to propose the possi¬ 
bility that a mother, not having been mothered well, and 
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not having been allowed easy access to independence, un¬ 
consciously puts threats and obstacles in the path of 
her offsprings’ search for autonomy. At that juncture, 
the child, frightened by the threat of withdrawn emotional 
supports, aborts the search for independence, and allows 
the pathologically symbiotic relationship to continue. 
However, detailed and repetitive anamnestic material 
reveals that while he makes this sacrifice of his need for 
independence, he accumulates tremendous resentment, and 
even rage, over that loss. And so the enormity of the 
loss, plus his realization of his own frailty, or his own 
weakness, which makes possible the sacrifice, promotes 
further feelings of anger, abandonment, fear, and helpless¬ 
ness. Again, detailed psychological interviews provide us 
with the insights that for the subject, these feelings are 
almost intolerable and very painful. As a result, because 
of the pain and intolerability, and the sense that it is 
taboo to have serious resentment and hostility towards 
one's mother, these feelings must be covered up with 
denial, splitting, etc. Later the resultant ego weak¬ 
nesses are often demonstrated by obsessive-compulsive 
behavior, poor impulse control, detachment, acting out, 
affect withdrawal, poor object relations, and low 
frustration-tolerance. 
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For the purpose of this study, there has been a 
concentration on the mothering process. This is not to 
demean the importance of fathering in the complex of 
parenting goals. However, at this time, in our 
culture, the intimate relationship wherein individuation 
is encouraged or enhanced, or impeded and discouraged, is 
still largely between the mother and the infant in those 
first months and years of life. For these reasons, 
throughout the manuscript, the reader will note the 
emphasis upon mothering, as opposed to fathering. 
This observer offers the theorem that the main 
variation present in these behavioral disorders is "type". 
In other words, the dynamics which produce poor ego 
strengths, limited frustration tolerance, and instant 
gratification needs, result in self-demeaning, painful and 
paining, anti-social behavior. This behavior acquires an 
"unstoppable", uncontrollable quality, and in turn sets 
off a cycle of pain, society's resentment and retaliation, 
then a compelling sense of self-unacceptability, estrange¬ 
ment and alienation. This, then produces more resentful, 
unconcerned-for-self,and survival, behavior and so on. 
Whether this active, or reactive, behavior is represented 
by "impossible-to-maintain" addictions, or by persistent 
criminality, matter only to the individuals, both guilty 
and innocent, who are affected by it. 
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Perhaps some importance is lent to a study of this 
by the degree to which this kind of behavior is 
common, and by society’s demand for protection from its 
consequences. 
No longer are we panicked by the paranoid schizo¬ 
phrenic; no longer are the common nosological headings 
"Manic-Depressive Psychosis" and "Schizophrenia, acute", 
but rather "Borderline Syndrome " "character; or personality 
disorder," etc. We are beginning to realize it is not the 
mania, the delusional system or the hallucination that is 
making life difficult and the world chaotic. Instead, 
it is the compulsive, irritating and injurious behavior 
of those who are in good contact with reality, but in poor 
contact with their responsibility to the rest of us. 
It is all of these behavioral disorders which 
occasion in turn the obsessive-compulsive behavior which 
may indeed result in anti-social postures, dissident 
behavior, criminal recidivism, drug abuse, and perhaps 
even a self-denigrating conceptualization which lead 
towards suicide. Again, it is not the delusional system 
causing the patient to feel that he is Sir Galahad or a 
reincarnated Jesus Christ, which causes chaos on the 
schizophrenia ward. It is the schizophrenics' failure to 
return from his pass; his abuse of the nurses; his 
obnoxious and obscene behavior on the ward; his conflicts 
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with his fellow patients and the staff; which occasion 
confusion and chaos. Similarly, on the outside of the 
hospital, it is the repetitive refusal (or inability?) to 
accept the responsibility for behavior which is inimical 
and injurious to society and/or to one's fellow man, that 
causes us the tremendous expenditure of time and energy 
and money, and the not inconsiderable pain of human 
degradation and suffering. This is not to say that 
anti-social behavior and schizophrenia are related in 
either a cause and effect sense, or in a parallel sense. 
It is only to say that it is the deviant behavior, the 
personality quirks, the characterological frailties of the 
schizophrenic that cause us the greatest confusion and 
administrative problem in mental health facilities. This 
serves to accentuate the premise that is character¬ 
ological deviance, compulsive behavior, that is the most 
significant social problem we face, at least in this 
investigator's view. 
And during all this time the clinging, the dependency, 
the symbiosis continue. The recidivist criminal continues 
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to mouth his reverence for his mother. it is hypothesized 
at this point that the "safe", protective, womb-like 
atmosphere of a prison becomes unconsciously attractive. 
Thus the criminal may behave in such ways so that he will 
be removed from the climate of threatening interpersonal 
relationships, emotional expression, tolerance of frustra¬ 
tion, and control of impulses. This, in addition to having 
to deal with the opposite sex and his own sexuality in the 
face of hidden (and denied) mother hatred and therefore 
hatred for, and fear of all females, renders a correctional 
institution as a safe, all-embracing mother figure. Thus 
there may be an unconscious need and urge to return. The 
anti-social behavior becomes merely a vehicle to do so. 
This investigator would like to propose that there 
is a significant group of "repeat offenders", criminal 
recidivists, who demonstrate a seemingly incomprehensible 
penchant for repeating their "mistakes", committing the 
same, or similar offenses (regardless of the methods or 
severity of punishment meted out to them (or by society 
in general, to others at that time). Further, this writer 
suggests that this behavior is often uncontrollable, 
compulsive, dictated by unconscious striving, and needs, 
efforts, albeit maladaptive, to cope with unbearable 
tension, fear, and insecurity. The correctional system, 
with its walls and restraints, its interdictions, represents 
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safety from the frightening outside world (safety for, 
and from himself); anonymity and escape from dealing and 
achieving socially and sexually; and a return to a womb- 
like, controlling, deciding figure which assumes a parental 
role. 
There would appear to be a step-wise progression 
which permits this particular constellation of features to 
appear and to produce these results (See Figure 2). 
Clinically the observer is impressed with the 
frequency with which this complex of weaknesses of the 
executive functions of the ego appears in recidivist 
criminals. In addition, the investigator is experientially 
aware that accompanying this complex is often a serious 
deficit in judgement involving one's sense of moral 
responsibility. This is not difficult to understand, if 
one is aware that the development of a sense of moral and 
social responsibility is very often a concomitant of the 
construction of the ego strengths about which we have been 
speaking. 
Similarly, the sense of one's own unworthwhileness 
is frequently accompanied by an inability to truly enjoy 
the pleasures of everyday living. ("If I'm not worth much, 
then I probably don't have the right or the capacity, or 
both,to enjoy true pleasures.") Therefore, it is not 
excessively imaginative to propose that anger and depression 
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with its resultant projection of hostility towards authority 
figures and society, can frequently appear in juxtaposition 
with lack of moral judgement, inability to "enjoy", and 
failure of the appropriate development of ego strengths 
needed for impulse control and postponement of gratification 
needs. 
How can this step-wise, cause and effect theorem be 
tested? It is suggested that if there is merit to the 
hypothesis: (1) criminal recidivists should in an inter¬ 
view format, give considerable evidence of having 
experienced over-protective pathologically symbiotic 
parenting, with frustration of independence strivings and 
instillation of fears about a frightening, dangerous outside 
world; (2) they should report authoritarian parental 
attitudes combined with difficulty and inconsistency in 
setting and enforcing rules, and a tendency for parent 
figures to "bail them out", rather than allowing them to 
experience (and thus learn and integrate) the consequences 
of their behavior; (3) their parents should score high on 
AFI indices, with confirmatory evidence of authoritarian 
leanings with paradoxical permissiveness and clinging, 
inconsistency and antiprotectiveness as opposed to 
independence-encouragement; (4) interview and/or projective 
testing should give some evidence of the anger, depression 
and fear which often accompany this fearful view of the 
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world, and the denial of the desired and needed individuation; 
(5) the resultant failure of development of executive ego 
strengths should be demonstrated in history and interview 
by poor impulse control, low frustration tolerance, poor 
object-relations, use of primitive defenses such as denial 
and splitting, increased prevalence of acting-out and 
risk-taking. This finding should be substantiated by low 
scores in Loevinger's sentence completion ego-strength 
scale. (6) The impoverished self-image, self-identity 
recognition and completion and self-worthwhileness will 
result in further evidence of depression, high scores on 
anhedonia and sociopathic scales, and low moral development 
scores on Rest's DIT. 
CHAPTER IV 
PROPOSED STUDY AND METHODS 
Hypotheses: 
Recidivism, the propensity to repeatedly commit 
criminal acts usually of the same quality and kind, among 
some criminals is associated with an unconscious need to 
return repeatedly to the relative safety of the prison 
environment. This viewing of prison as "protection" is 
caused by a developmental defect, namely, pathological 
symbiosis during the separation-individuation phases of 
infancy and adolescence (Abruzzi, 1983). 
It is further hypothesized that criminal recidivists 
will differ from non-recidivists in the family history 
which would identify such pathological symbiosis (the 
criminal recidivists demonstrating a greater occurrence of 
that quality of parenting influences; and that such 
recidivists will give interview and psychological examina¬ 
tion evidence of the paucity of ego strengths of which this 
writer has spoken; and will differ from the non-recidivists 
in having had a greater tendency toward authoritarian in¬ 
consistent parenting, poor ego strengths showing lower 
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scores on tests to demonstrate ego strengths and moral 
development; and higher scores on scales designed to test 
for incapacity for pleasure and inability to co-exist with 
societal rules and expectations. 
Methods 
Much work has been done comparing criminals with 
non criminal controls. This study is concerned with 
comparing criminal recidivists with non—recidivists. It 
is thus hoped that a particular sub-group within the 
criminal population may be identified according to the 
hypotheses proferred, and thus a specific rehabilitational 
approach could be aimed at their particular developmental 
and analytical factors. 
It was attempted by detailed anamestic interview 
means, plus the application of certain scales and inter¬ 
view tests, to search for psychological differences 
between criminal recidivists and first offenders, and for 
possible common denominators among recidivists. 
Subjects and Procedures 
Two populations of criminals were studied: those 
who have committed crimes which were found not to be drug- 
or alcoho1-related; non-homocidal, non-suicidal, non- 
sexual offenders, non—psychotic recidivists; as compared 
to those who also committed crimes which were not found to be 
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drug- or alcohol-related; and who were similarly non- 
suicidal, non-homocidal, non-sexual offenders; who were 
also non-psychotic, but who in contrast were first offenders, 
without signs of recidivism. It was hoped by this study 
design to limit the variables by eliminating many of the 
criminal groups whose complicated dynamics might confound 
attempts at statistical evaluation. Those arbitrarily 
omitted from the studies included so-called crimes of 
passion, sexual offenses, psychotic crimes, etc. The 
criteria for recidivism were at least three offenses in 
the same general category of anti-social offense. The 
criminal categories included armed robbery, breaking and 
entering, assault, assault with a deadly weapon, fraud, 
grand larceny, motor vehicle theft, and arson. First 
offenders were identified as those who had committed only 
one offense; by the punishment for said events having been 
terminated at least two years prior to inclusion in the 
study; by a return to functional societal membership 
during that two-year period as witnessed by a job or school 
situation, satisfactory interpersonal interrelations, etc. 
In addition, the "first-offender status" was validated 
for the purpose of this study. A parole officer, some 
other responsible parole-liaison person between the 
supposedly rehabilitated offender and the correctional 
system, or a school or employment supervisory person 
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stated that it would appear some rehabilitation had been 
accomplished, and that further criminal activity was 
unlikely. 
The subjects were young men who had been committed 
to the Division of Youth Services for one or more of the 
criminal offenses described earlier, or were incarcerated 
at the time of the study. The subjects were seen in several 
different facilities administered by the Division of Youth 
Services; at the Westfield Secure Detention Center; at 
the County Jail in Northampton, Massachusetts; and in the 
investigators' office. The family members were mostly seen 
in the same office. It was felt that the limited goals of 
the study, plus the elimination of many of the confounding 
variables by the means described above, justified the small 
cohort size. 
A further limitation of the study, aside from cohort 
size, lies in the authors' inability to be completely blind 
as to which study group each subject might have belonged. 
Some of the subjects had been seen by the author for mental 
status evaluation and disposition recommendations before the 
study had begun. Therefore, in a few cases, it was 
impossible for the author not to know whether or not the 
subject was a recidivist, since that data had emerged in 
the original mental status evaluation. This, fortunately, 
was only true in a few cases, but does merit elucidation, 
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so as to concede a further limitation on data significance 
and validity. 
Experimental Measures 
The family, social, psychological and legal history 
were reviewed. Detailed anamestic interviews were employed. 
In addition, Loevinger's Ego Development Psychological Skill 
Scales (Loevinger, 1976; Levine, 1976); and Rest's DIT 
(1982), and an anhedonic-sociopathic scale (Edell, 1979) 
were administered. The AFI (Loevinger, 1976) was used 
when the family was available. Also, the parenting, 
especially the mothering, where such information was avail¬ 
able, was investigated. The offender's mother (or someone 
who was intimately related to the mother-child relationship 
between infancy and adolescence in each offender's case), 
was interviewed in order to determine the type of mother- 
child relationship which was involved, the degree to which 
mutual dependence, and possibly pathological symbiosis, was 
present, etc. 
The procedure followed was as described above, with 
twenty-five offenders, and twenty-five recidivists (as 
defined above) randomly selected from parole rosters and 
detention and security centers, who were interviewed and 
tested. Data was tabulated and subjected to statistical 
analysis. 
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Decision Rules 
If this series of stepwise developmental lags is 
related to the repeated commission of anti-social acts, the 
hypothesis should give birth to the decision rules as 
follows: 
If criminal recidivists repeat their anti-social 
acts in order to unconsciously return to the seeming 
protection of a maternal figure, namely the correction 
system; and if that "need" is occasioned by a lack of 
executive ego strengths and moral development maturation; 
and in turn if that failure in the development and matura¬ 
tion of ego strength and moral reasoning is contributed 
toward by parenting which was pathologically symbiotic and 
excessively, (but inefficiently) authoritarian, then it is 
possible to hypothesize that in a group of criminal 
recidivists we will find: 
a) Higher scores on anhedonic and sociopathic 
test scales than in non-recidivist controls 
(Chapman, et al., 1982; and Edell and Chapman 
1979) . 
b) Lower ego level stage (Loevinger, et al., 
1976) reached than in non-recidivist controls. 
c) Lower moral reasoning level reached than in a 
non-recidivist control group (Rest, 1979). 
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d) Interview data suggesting more dependency, 
anger, fear, and depression than in non¬ 
recidivists . 
e) Parent interview and AFI testing data suggesting 
more authoritarian attitudes and less consistency, 
structure, and follow-through (Johnson, 1949 and 
Szurek, 194 2) , super ego lacunae than in non¬ 
recidivist's parenting (Loevinger and Sweet, 
1961; Loevinger, 1962; Loevinger, 1976; 
Loevinger, 1983). 
CHAPTER V 
RESULTS 
Parenting 
Expressions deemed to indicate excessive parental 
clinging in a pathologically symbiotic relationship; yet 
accompanied by permissive inconsistency, were searched 
for in the two groups. The expressions employed were: 
1. "Nothin' was safe for me to do alone". 
2. "I could always get around her". 
3. "Clothing, toilet-training, hair style, and 
obedient, 'seen, but not heard children', were 
important in my childhood". 
4. "She never remembered or followed through". 
5. "She could always think of an excuse for me". 
In the recidivist group, all five of these were 
affirmative in 11, four in 6, three in 5, two in 2, and one 
in one subject. 
In the control group all five were present in none; 
four in 5, three in 6, two in 8, one in 3, and none in 3. 
In the families of the recidivists, fourteen parents 
(one or both) were administered the AFI. Statistical 
analysis of the results revealed a mean AFI of 29.6. 
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Twenty-three of the control families demonstrated a mean 
AFI index of 19.0. (Note: The AFI was scored according 
to the instructions of the author [Loevinger, 1983]). 
Neither of these attempts to discern differences in the 
parenting processes between the two groups of subjects 
provided us with any statistically valid significant 
differences. While there was a suggestion of the presence 
of authoritarian yet permissive parenting from the 
recidivist subjects in excess of that volunteered by the 
non-recidivist subjects; and while these impressions seemed 
to be further reinforced by the parental questionnaire 
responses, it cannot be shown that this could not have 
occurred by chance alone. 
Five phrases were employed to attempt to demonstrate 
fears of the external world. The five phrases were: 
1. It is usually safe to walk in town at night. 
True or False 
False scored positive. 
2. The dark is more frightening than the daytime. 
True scored positive. 
3. It is unlikely that I would be attacked by gun 
or knife in my lifetime. 
False scored positive, 
a. Nature is dangerous 4. 
b. Nature is beautiful 
a. Scored positive. 
) 
) Select one 
) 
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5. I can handle most things that come along 
so as to make things work for me. 
False scored positive. 
There were not sufficient answers in each category 
due to the small cohort size to allow for a Chi Square 
examination of each number of positive responses separately. 
Therefore it was attempted to compare the recidivists with 
the non-recidivists in an attempt to discover whether there 
was a statistically significant differential in how many 
recidivists gave three or more fearful responses as 
compared to the non-recidivists; and how many gave two or 
less fearful responses, as compared to the non-recidivists. 
Again, it was not possible to determine a statistically 
significantly differential. The p lies between .020 and 
.030. (See Table 1.) 
Table 1 
Responses Demonstrating Fears of the External World 
(N = 25) 
Number of Positive Responses 
Number of 
Positive 
Responses 
5 4 3 2 1 0 
Ss 11 5 4 2 2 
1 
Recidivists 2 5 
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It can be seen in Table 1 that 20 of the recidivists 
gave three or more fearful responses whereas, nine of the 
controls gave two or less fearful answers. Nevertheless, 
it was not possible to determine a significant 
differential. 
By means of psychiatric status interview techniques, 
anger, depression and boredom (flatness, lack of enthusiasm 
unconcern for life; pleasure and self-preservation and 
self-enhancement) were searched for. 
It was apparent to the investigator that the 
recidivists were much more often angry; seemed more sad 
and depressed; and frequently bored, as opposed to the 
control first offenders. 
When the recidivists were compared with the non¬ 
recidivists for the presence of rage and anger, it can 
be seen in Table 2 that sixteen recidivists demonstrated 
easily discernible evidences of rage, nine did not 
Similarly, four non-recidivists showed some kinds of 
extreme anger, and twenty-one did not. A Chi Square 
examination of these figures using one degree of freedom, 
was significant with p being equal to or less than .001. 
(See Table 2.) 
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Table 2 
Presence of Affective Symptoms 
(N - 25) 
Rage, Anger Depression Boredom 
Ss 16 21 23 
Non- 
Recidivists 4 6 10 
In a consideration of the presence of depression, 
twenty-one recidivists were moderately to severely 
depressed, four were not. In the non-recidivist, first 
offender group, six demonstrated signs of moderate to 
severe depression, nineteen did not. Chi Square was 
again significant with p = 0.01. 
Boredom was complained about and demonstrated by 
twenty—three recidivists; did not seem to be present in 
two; was significant in ten non-recidivists; and not 
present in fifteen non-recidivists. Again, it could be 
determined that the difference between these two groups 
was statistically significant with p 5 0.01. 
There was recorded subject and examiner evaluation 
of impulse control, frustration-tolerance, quality of 
object-relations, prevalence of acting-out and risk- 
taking behavior, and examiner estimation of use of denial 
and splitting defense mechanisms. 
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Each subject was asked to evaluate himself in 
terms of quality of impulse control. The terms were 
described and defined to each subject so there could be 
no room for misunderstanding or error. It can be seen 
in Table 3 that six of the recidivist subjects judged 
themselves as having good or high impulse control. 
Nineteen conceded that they had poor impulse control. 
Among the non-recidivists, twelve claimed good or high 
-control of impulses, thirteen conceded they had low or 
poor impulse control. These results were not statistically 
significant; p here lies between 0.05 and 0.10, 
suggestive, but not clearly evident, of a significant 
difference between the two groups. When the examiner 
evaluated impulse control in these two groups, he dis¬ 
covered three to have high impulse control among the 
recidivists, and twenty-two not; ten non-recidivists 
were judged to have high impulse control and fifteen not. 
Here the figures were statistically significant with 
p .05. 
When frustration tolerance was searched for, five 
of the recidivists evaluated their ability to withstand 
frustration as good, twenty admitted that they had 
difficulty tolerating frustration. Among the non- 
recidivists fourteen claimed to have good frustration 
tolerance, eleven conceded that their capacity for dealing 
with frustration was poor. These statistics were significant 
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at .01 level. On examiner evaluation of frustration 
tolerance, as can be seen also from Table 3, the figures 
were seven and eighteen for recidivists, twelve and thirteen 
for non-recidivists, with the statistical significance 
being more questionable, p lying between 0.10 and 0.20. 
When asked about significant interpersonal relation¬ 
ships, fourteen of the recidivist subjects felt that 
theirs were good to excellent, eleven complained that they 
had difficulty in forming meaningful interpersonal 
relationships. Twenty non-recidivists judged their 
interpersonal relationships to be good to excellent, and 
only five conceded that theirs were not. These statistics 
were significant with p at 0.05 showing a statistically 
valid difference between the two groups. On examiner 
evaluation, the figures were six and nineteen for recidivists; 
fourteen and eleven for non-recidivist controls. Here, 
again, the data seemed statistically significant in 
demonstrating the difference between the two groups, with 
p ^ 0.025- 
When acting out was described to the two groups, 
eleven recidivists conceded that they had a great propensity 
for acting out, usually in school or community or social 
situations which found their acting out unacceptable. 
Fourteen claimed that they had no such tendency. Among 
the non-recidivists, only six admitted to a significant 
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inclination toward societally unacceptable acting out and 
nineteen claimed that they were not of that ilk. These 
figures were again, somewhat questionable with p lying 
between 0.10 and 0.20. However, on examiner evaluation, 
twenty-two recidivists were thought, from their records 
snd their mental status interviews, to have a great 
inclination toward acting out, and only three not. Among 
the non-recidivists it was thought that eight showed 
considerable tendency toward acting out and seventeen 
did not. These figures may not be statistically 
significant with p lying between 0.10 and 0.20. 
It was much simpler to obtain data on risk taking 
proclivity. There was an almost bravado from both groups 
when talking about their daring deeds and their capacity 
for "courage" in the face of danger. Nineteen recidivists 
conceded a great tendency toward risk taking, only six 
denied such a tendency. Ten of the non-recidivists 
evaluated themselves as having a high potential for risk 
taking, and fifteen did not. These data seemed to 
indicate a significant difference between the two groups 
with ap ^ 0.01. The examiner evaluation indicating twenty- 
one recidivists and eight non-recidivists as having a 
considerable proclivity for risk taking, four recidivists 
and seventeen non-recidivists as showing little tendency 
toward risk taking, gave similar evidence for a difference 
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between the two groups with, again, p <. 0.01. 
In the interview situation, the examiner attempted 
to discover the utilization of primitive defenses, such as 
denial and splitting as further evidence of poor executive 
ego function. The investigator found that sixteen 
recidivists gave ample evidence of the use of these 
defense mechanisms, nine did not. Among the non—recidivists, 
only four were found to use them. 
Loevinger's ego strength sentence completion test 
was also administered. The test was scored according to 
the author's instruction (Loevinger, 1983). 
The stage of ego strength development reached by 
each subject was gauged between the impulsive (or I^) 
to the autonomous (I_). 
b 
It is to be noted that only a 4.00 scale was used 
in rating the Sentence-Completion Ego Development Test. 
Further corroboration of the basic hypotheses might be 
obtained (or rejected) by studying the test results 
further to utilize the full 10-point scale which 
Loevinger and Wesler recommend (1970). 
The results seem to indicate that more of the 
recidivists are likely to score in the impulsive and 
conformist categories of the Loevinger test and very few 
in the conscientious and autonomous categories. On 
the other hand, the non-recidivists seemed almost equally 
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divided with fourteen of the non—recidivists scoring in 
the impulsive and conformist categories and eleven in 
the conscientious and autonomous categories. The important 
feature is that the non-recidivists seemed much more 
likely to score in categories l4 and I , and less likely 
to score in categories l2 and 1^. (See Table 4.) 
Table 4 
Loevinger Ego Strength Sentence Completion Test 
(N = 25) 
Impulsive 
Z2 
Conformist 
Z3 
Conscientious 
Z4 
Autonomous 
Z5 
Recidivists 
(Ss) 
12 10 3 0 
Non- 
Recidivists 6 8 10 1 
An anhedonia scale with sixty-one items designed to 
test for the presence of anhedonic tendencies revealed 
that among the recidivists the mean number of anhedonic 
responses was 31.0. Among the non—recidivists, the mean 
figure was 21.8. The Standard Deviations can be elicited 
from Table 5. Using the standard deviation which are 
included in Table 5, and an SPSS format, a t-test was 
performed. 
In the application of a set of items searching 
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j-or evidence of anhedonia the pooled variance estimate 
revealed a t-value of 3.02 with 48 degrees of freedom, 
giving a two-tail probability of .004 (see Table 5). 
Ordinarily this would lend considerable sustenance to 
the probability that the recidivists and non-recidivists 
were not of the same population; that the recidivist 
subjects demonstrate a significantly greater tendency 
toward Anhedonia. However, it should be kept in mind that 
there was a large difference between the standard 
deviations of the two groups on this test (recidivists = 
12.832; Non-recidivists = 8.061). This fact combined 
with a rather large range of responses, gives us pause 
in interpreting the statistical significance of these 
results, and may further suggest larger cohorts for 
future studies and/or the utilization of different tests 
for probability and significance. 
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Table 5 
Scores on Test Items for Anhedonia 
(N = 25) 
Recidivists 
Non- 
Recidivists 
Number of 
Responses 61 61 
M 31.0 21.8 
SD 11.832 8.061 
t-Test 3.02 
Degree of 
Freedom 48 
2-Tail 
Probability .004 
Similarly, a scale of fifty-one items was 
administered with an attempt to elicit sociopathic 
responses. The mean number of responses deemed to be 
reflective of sociopathic attitudes among recidivists was 
30.2; among the non-recidivists was 26.3. Again, the 
Standard Deviations can be seen in Table 6. 
In both the anhedonia and sociopathy scales, the 
investigator did record more positive responses for 
anhedonia and sociopathy for the recidivists than among 
the non-recidivists. 
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These data were subjected to a t-test in the case 
of sociopathic items. In testing the two subject groups 
for sociopathic characterological traits, the pooled 
variance revealed a t-value of 2.01 with 48 degrees of 
freedom and a two-tail probability of 0.05, thus 
suggesting that recidivists may indeed correlate with 
sociopathy to a significantly greater degree than do 
non-recidivists. (See Table 6.) 
Table 6 
Scores on Test Items for Sociopathy 
(N = 25) 
Recidivists 
Non- 
Recidivists 
Number of 
Responses 51 51 
M 30.2 26.3 
SD 7.43 6.26 
t-Test 2.01 
Degree of 
Freedom 48 
2-Tail 
Probability 0.05 
1. These two scales were scored according to 
Edell's instructions (Edell, 1983). 
2. Edell (1983) has found from studying large 
numbers of subjects that a significant mean on the 
anhedonia scale is plus 2 SD, the standard deviation in 
controls being 7.4. On the sociopathic scale the 
significant mean is 14.3 plus 2 SD, with the SD of the 
controls compiled at 7.2. 
3. Two of the recidivist criminals who scored 8 
and 15/ and 4 and 11 respectively on the anhedonic and 
sociopathic items volunteered the information that they 
knew the responses that were "desirable": i.e., those 
responses that would make them seem more "healthy", so 
that they in turn might receive shortened sentences, etc. 
Of course we have no way of knowing what their genuine 
responses might have been or whether indeed they might 
have been the same. It is fair to postulate, however, 
that those two sets of results reduced the mean score on 
the anhedonia and sociopathy scales, and that if these 
prisoners had perhaps given spontaneous responses, the 
statistical validity of the difference between the 
recidivist and non-recidivist group would have been even 
greater. 
One of the important thrusts of the research 
formed was to determine whether or not moral education 
72 
was needed, and could conceivably be helpful. Rest's 
Defining Issues Test was administered with a view toward 
locating each subject in the recidivist and non-recidivist 
group on one of the six levels of moral reasoning stages 
described by Rest. Very few of the recidivists reached 
the higher levels of moral judgement, Levels IV, V, and 
VI. A few more subjects in the non-recidivist group 
reached those levels. Conversely, many of the recidivists 
were found on the lower moral reasoning stages. Some of 
the non-recidivists scored in each of the categories 
except for Stage I and Stage VI. 
It would appear from the results obtained herein 
that the recidivists were likely to score very frequently 
in the lower stages of moral reasoning development. The 
differences are not overwhelming, however. It is 
interesting to note that in this category the non¬ 
recidivists seem much closer to the recidivists in 
response results. In other words, it would appear as 
though in order for one to commit a serious anti-social 
transgression at all, there is the probability that moral 
development may indeed be lacking. However, even with 
the somewhat equivocal results, it can be shown that 
only five of the recidivists reached the three highest 
stages of moral reasoning, whereas twelve of the non¬ 
recidivists scored in Stage 4 or above. (See Table 7.) 
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These data were subjected to a Chi Square evalua¬ 
tion and the data seemed to substantiate the impression 
that there was a statistically significant difference 
with many more of the recidivists scoring on the lower 
levels and more of the non-recidivists seeming to be able 
to reach higher levels of moral reasoning with the 
p * 0.05. 
The scoring of the DIT is a very complex procedure. 
The investigator studied according to the Rest recommenda¬ 
tions for three months in order to be able to learn to 
score this test. In that way the DIT was scored strictly 
according to the training instructions and recommendations 
of the author (Rest, 1979). 
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Table 7 
Rest's Defining Issues Test 
(N = 25) 
Recidivists Non- 
-Recidivists 
Moral Reasoning 
level 
Number of Ss Scored 
each stage 
at 
I 1 0 
II 9 6 
III 10 7 
IV 4 10 
V 1 2 
VI 0 0 
CHAPTER VI 
DISCUSSION OF RESULTS 
One of the major premises that is postulated in 
building the skeleton of this study is that parenting 
may seem to be "caring", by virtue of its possessive nature. 
Parents may evidence "love" by holding on desperately to 
their offspring. Parents may mouth affection and concern, 
all the while thwarting the necessary venturing toward 
independence. It was further indicated that, while 
difficult to search for, given certain indications of that 
kind of pathological symbiosis, it might indeed be possible 
to ask questions relating to parental attitudes where 
independence-seeking is concerned. The five sentences noted 
in the results chapter were asked to the two subject 
groups. It would seem from the results that many of the 
recidivists had experienced excessive dependency-enhancing 
parenting combined with a singular capacity for over¬ 
protectiveness, to the point of confusing super-ego 
development. This was evidenced by not really following 
through on structure or expectations, as well as 
consistently "bailing out" the child when his behavior was 
injurious or unacceptable to others. It is appreciated 
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that question asking, survey-type interviewing, is un¬ 
reliable and difficult to validate. Until better means 
of examining for excessive symbiosis are developed, this 
would seem to be our only recourse. 
Iri further substantiation of these results, it was 
noted by the examiner that very consistently in the 
recidivist group, the child expressed great affection for 
the maternal figure particularly. Almost always the phrase, 
"I love my mama", was expressed. However, in the depth of 
the interview, and in unguarded moments, expressions of 
rage and hostility were elicitable. This would seem to 
conform to the theoretical concept that one "has to" love 
one's mother. One cannot concede to one's self or to 
others that the mothering deserved dislike, or even 
hostility. In those cases, the pathological effects of the 
over protectiveness occur; the structure is not present to 
give strength and stability to the ego development; and 
moral development is impeded by the mother's lackadaisical 
follow-through when unacceptable behavior is first demon¬ 
strated by the offspring. Very often, it would appear from 
anamnestic data, the anger is then projected toward other 
authority figures (particularly female) and against society 
in general, which might give some credence to the thought 
that the anti-social behavior emerges from this type of 
dependency-encouraging parenting. 
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Similarly, fears of the external world which would 
dynamically appear to accompany faulty separation—individua¬ 
tion, are difficult to prove. 
Five sentences with true or false, or positive or 
negative, responses were utilized. The same limitations 
apply to the previous paragraphs. However, again with the 
point of view of empirical, experiential insight, it is 
frequently apparent that in the seemingly most dangerous 
of the acting-out, anti-social subjects in whom we are 
interested, the bravado is really a facade for inner fears 
and insecurities. These subjects invariably will go into 
hysterics rather than receive a medical injection. They 
will complain vociferously of minor discomfitures, injuries, 
etc. Again, there is no claim for statistical or construct 
validity, but the fact remains that in the recidivist 
subjects the number of "fearful responses" was significantly 
higher than in the non-recidivists. 
In these families where it was possible to 
administer the AFI, the mean AFI results were significantly 
higher than in the families of the non-recidivist controls. 
According to the data compiled by the Loevinger group and 
the utilization of the Authoritarian Family Index, these 
results would have earned the title of statistical validity. 
Therefore in our small subject group the families of the 
recidivist criminals very often demonstrated punitive 
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attitudes, hierarchical concepts of family life, frequent 
evidence of paranoia and mistrust, and a rather unhappy 
and unsettled view of females, and their biological and 
social role. In the cases seen, frequent expressions such 
as "I'll beat him to a pulp" were employed. But on careful 
questioning of the family, there was no real understanding 
of why the act might have been "wrong" . Rarely was there 
comprehension of one's responsibility to the people around 
one. Frequently there was no seeming comprehension of the 
fact that ethics and morality and judgement are all in¬ 
volved in behavioral decisions. Instead, it was a very 
pragmatic and concretized approach. What the parents were 
really saying is, "He's causing me a lot of grief". . . 
"He's getting himself into trouble. . ." "He's got to do 
what we tell him to do. . .", etc. 
As difficult as parenting attitudes are to elicit, are 
also the effective and motivational pursuits of the subjects. 
The study attempted to determine to what degree there were 
present as strong characterological and personality features, 
rage, sadness, anhedonia, etc. These were all subjective 
findings. 
Admittedly, it is difficult to elicit the presence 
or absence, and the quantitative degree to which that 
presence may be exercised, in a consideration of anger, 
depression, boredom, etc. Many years of interviewing 
experience, and collating data on the interview techniques 
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which enable one to determine the presence of these 
affective reactions, were utilized in the search for 
flatness and depression and lack of self-esteem and 
inability to enjoy the pleasures of life. 
In order for us to consider whether or not there is 
greater or lesser impulse control and acting-out and risk 
taking proclivities, etc., in those who are consistently 
trapped in anti-social postures, direct questions were 
asked of the subjects and the non—recidivist controls as 
to their ability to deny gratification impulses or at least 
postpone them., Direct questions were asked concerning the 
subject's perception of the quality of his relationships 
with others; and again, the subjects and the non-recidivists 
were asked directly if they consider themselves risk 
takers,and whether or not acting-out was a prominent part 
of their lives. Where the phrases were not completely 
understood, or hesitation noted, examples of acting-out and 
risk taking behavior were utilized. They were asked 
questions concerning school behavior and methods of dealing 
with frustration and admonition or criticism in school 
situations; questions were asked concerning one's willing¬ 
ness to undertake dangerous ventures with a motorcycle, 
barrier or fence, near a cliff, or near a river; episodes 
of parental interdictions or regulation or limitations to 
their behavior were posed in order to elicit the range of 
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responses that each subject might employ. Again, there 
seemed little question but that the recidivist subjects 
showed, even in their own mind, poor impulse control, 
little frustration tolerance, frequently poor object 
relations, and a high incidence of risk taking and acting- 
out. When the examiners' evaluation was included, those 
tendencies were even greater. In the case of both the 
subject evaluation and the examiner evaluation the non¬ 
recidivists showed less acting-out and risk taking, better 
object relations, and some improvement in frustration 
tolerance and impulse control. 
The examiner also attempted by analytical interview 
means to determine to what degree denial or splitting were 
employed as defenses in these two groups. It would appear 
that the recidivist group was much more prone to these 
primitive defenses than the non-recidivists. 
Again, if our premises are in any way approaching the 
truth, one might expect that the utilization of Loevinger's 
Ego Strength Sentence Competion Test would result in 
evidence of archaic, poorly developed ego strengths in those 
who are chronically anti-social. Our results would seem to 
bear out that guess. The recidivists overwhelmingly scored 
in the first two stages of ego strength development. The 
non-recidivists were almost equally divided between the 
lower stages and the higher stages. It may very well be 
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that if we can expand these studies to include the entire 
ten point scale on ego strength development, there may 
be added some clarity in this area. 
Tables 6 and 7 under Results are concerned with the 
administration of the Anhedonia-Sociopathy Scale. The 
resultant means in the number of anhedonic and sociopathic 
responses was significantly higher in the recidivists than 
the non-recidivists. The figures in anhedonia were: the 
mean for recidivist, 31.0 responses; and the non¬ 
recidivists 22.6. Even when the subjects whose responses 
gave more than two positive infrequency responses were 
eliminated, the means were 29.2 and 2 3.4 respectively. On 
the sociopathy scale means were 30.2 for recidivists (in 
other words, the mean, for the number of positive responses 
that were termed sociopathic responses was 30.2 for the 
recidivists) and 26.3 for the non-recidivists. Again, 
when the subjects were eliminated whose infrequency responses 
were more than two, those results changed to 28.5 and 26.3 
respectively. 
If we are correct in assuming that the level of 
moral judgement attained by a subject is an important 
factor in the decisions he makes regarding societally 
acceptable or non-acceptable behavior, then with the 
administration of Rest's DIT (a simplified and/or efficient 
version of Kohlberg's original Moral Reasoning Scale), 
the anti-social subjects should score predominantly 
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on lower levels. The results indicate that twenty of the 
recidivist criminals scored on the first three stages of 
moral reasoning, and only five scored on levels 4 and 5. 
In the non-recidivists the results were somewhat different: 
thirteen scored on the first three stages of moral 
reasoning and twelve scored on the 4th or 5th stages. 
Again, while the numbers are not high, the cohorts 
were small, the indication that we have is that those 
young people who consistently commit crimes which bring 
them to detention, are reasoning for the most part on very 
primitive stages of moral judgement. 
CHAPTER VII 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
Summary 
It is very difficult to give statistically valid 
evidence to a stepwise progression from infancy-parenting 
to lack of ego strengths, poor moral judgement, and 
resultant persistent criminal behavior. It was the hope 
of this study to begin to lay the groundwork for directions 
which may be taken for the purpose of providing statistic¬ 
ally valid evidence either to indicate that such a 
progression indeed exists, or to provide the null hypothesis 
instead. 
However, it may very well be that all we can do at 
this stage,(absent certain other testing scales and certain 
other interview validities), is to indicate whether or not 
the projected findings indicated by each theorem are 
indeed present frequently in the recidivist criminal 
subjects; more frequently than in non-recidivists; and 
correlate with their behavioral history in regards to law- 
abiding or persistently anti-social behavioral patterns. 
In my data sets it would seem that there are differences 
implied between these two study groups. While we are 
relying on these statistical tests and probability levels 
only in a descriptive manner rather than for hypothesis- 
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proving, nonetheless in the form of such descriptive 
statistics, it does appear more likely that a criminal 
recidivist will have had an excessively dependent mother; 
will have had an authoritarian and yet parameter, structure- 
poor parenting; will have developed resultant fears of 
the world, anger and frustration and sadness over the 
failure in their search for independence; an impoverished 
capacity for enjoying life,and recognizing their responsi¬ 
bility toward others and towards society as a whole; 
diminished executive strengths of the ego; super-ego 
lacunae and other indications of undeveloped moral 
reasoning, etc. In the very least it would seem indicated 
to pursue some of these directions, perhaps in a statisti¬ 
cally enhanced format, in a larger subject group, with 
so-called normals, those who have never been in any 
difficulty with their capacity to abide by the laws, 
included. 
Given the premise that it is possible to construct 
further studies with larger cohorts and double blind 
techniques, and generally enhanced measures of statistical 
validity, it could be further postulated that it might be 
possible to construct the necessary tools to identify 
those criminals who might have a potential for recidivism 
and who at the same time fall into the dynamic described 
those whose faulty separation-individuation here; i.e., 
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leads them to repeat their crimes over and over again in 
order to continue with a dependency relationship, now 
with the prison. 
If this is true, and if such studies could be 
designed, and if the results replicate the insights and 
indications arrived at here, we may be able to prune 
those subjects out of the correctional system in order 
to deal with them in a completely different way, thus 
perhaps enhancing their ego strengths, improving the 
level of moral reasoning at which they operate, and 
providing with a more adaptive solution to their need for 
independence and their search for surrogate parenting 
figures. 
The stated hypotheses received some support from 
these results. Further study may be indicated. 
It might be interesting, for example, to study, by 
prospective means, the outcome results of those non¬ 
recidivists as examined in this study who revealed low 
("normal" or near-"normal") test results on the scales. 
Will their success rate be higher than those non¬ 
recidivists who scored closer to the scores of the 
recidivist group? Such a study would control for one of 
the confounding variables created by this dissertation, 
not knowing which of the present non-recidivists could 
become the recidivists of the future. 
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Now that recidivists have been compared to non¬ 
recidivists by these various testing methods, it might be 
woi"th while to study a control group while again testing 
recidivist and non-recidivist criminals. In this way, 
it might be ascertained whether or not a continuum exists: 
e.g. do recidivists score highest on the anhedonia and 
sociopathy scales, and lowest on the moral judgement test, 
and the controls score lowest on the anhedonia and 
sociopathy scales and highest on the moral judgement test, 
with the non-recidivists entering the equation somewhere 
in between? The presence of such a continuum, if it could 
indeed be indicated by testing means, would give further 
credence to the concepts which were explored in the study. 
If these results are replicated, it may be possible 
to devise different correctional (rehabilitational) 
situations and methodologies for different prison popula¬ 
tions. The psychological dynamics of using prison as a 
substitute for mother-figure maybe far different from the 
dynamics of the confirmed psychopath or the confirmed sex 
offender. Similarly, the dynamics may be different from 
the perpetrator of violent crimes when intoxicated, etc. 
Recent successes in treating subjects with problems 
stemming from such developmental defects and whose salient 
deficit may be inadequate moral reasoning development 
(Abruzzi, 1975, 1977; Giovacchini, 1973; and Masterson, 
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1973; Kohlberg, Sharp and Hickey, 1974; Hains and Miller, 
1980; McColgan, Rest and Pruitt, 1982; Turielle, 1956; 
Blatt, 1969; Hickey, 1972; Kohlberg and Freundlich, 
1973; and Fleetwood and Parish, 1976), may show the way 
and give assistance in this difficult arena; through 
incorporation into a treatment plan for such criminal 
recidivists, a programmatic plan quite different from the 
present prison approach. 
Conclusions 
This investigator has suggested that some seemingly 
incorrigible criminals, with repetitive, intractable anti¬ 
social behavior, may have suffered demanding, but in¬ 
consistent disciplining; parenting which included 
excessive maintenance of mutual dependency needs resulting 
in failure at attempts to achieve separation-individuation: 
a direct result being anger and depression on the one hand 
from frustration and sense of loss over that failure; and an 
indirect result of that failure being retarded ego develop¬ 
ment and poor executive function of that ego; in turn 
producing misplaced and misdirected rage against society 
and its members; inability to mold one's perceived needs 
and one's behavior to society's expectations; an 
impoverished sense of self worth and one’s worthiness to 
enjoy the pleasures of life, and primitive concepts of 
moral judgement and responsibility. It has been posited that 
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this combination of forces may result in an inability to 
change, and a parallel desire to return to the safe prison 
"womb", where these deficits are visible only to other 
"deficients", and nothing more is expected. 
It is proper and fitting that penologists, 
criminologists, academicians, and clinicians alike, all 
demonstrate, and have expressed, great concern over this 
problem. It seems obvious that a great deal of attention 
and support is required for us to begin to solve this 
pressing social problem. Not only can we not afford to 
continue in this vein with an ever increasing number of 
people to be repeatedly incarcerated, but we are also 
aware of the philosophical and moral and ethical issue of 
the wastage of the human spirit that occurs as a result of 
criminal recidivism. 
It is suggested in this work that not all criminals 
are alike; that criminals need to be separated into groups 
which are discernible by the dynamics and causative factors 
which contributed toward the behavior in the first place. 
In this way, as this study attempts to point out, it may 
be possible to direct the correctional efforts specifically 
toward the alleviation, mitigation and/or remediation of 
those behaviors. This may provide a pathway for the re¬ 
entry of many of our fellow wo/men into our social, rather 
than our prison,"bosom." 
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The test results, lacking adequate controls over 
attenuating variables, nonetheless suggest that such a 
constellation of dynamic forces and resultant character- 
ological features may exist. It is hoped that directions 
toward further, more sophisticated studies, may have been 
identified. 
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APPENDIX A 
RAISING CHILDREN 
Name.... Date. 
Home address. Age. 
Education: Circle highest grade completed: 12345678 
(High School) 9 10 11 12 
(College) Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior 
Show by mark (X) graduation or successful completion of: 
Elementary school. Junior high school. 
Senior high school.... College. Other. 
Marital Status: Single... Married... Widowed... Divorced or separated.. 
How many children do you have?. Age of oldest child. 
What is the family religion. 
Instructions: 
This booklet contains opinions which some people have about 
parents and children. You will notice that there arc two opinions about the 
same thing with the same number in front of them. Put a check mark in front 
of the one you agree with. Mark one opinion of each pair. 
Sometimes you will find that you don't agree with either one. 
Then choose the one that is closer to your own idea, or the one that is a 
little better. If you agree with both, choose the one you like better. 
Work quickly and do not linger over any one item. Check one 
opinion of each pair. 
Examples: 
X...A. Most married couples want to have at least one child. 
....II. Many married couples don't ever want to have children. 
....A When a new-born baby cried, his mother can always quiet him quickly. 
X...B When a new-born baby cries, his mother sometimes does not know what 
to do for lum. 
Notice that sentence A is marked in the first example and sentence B in the 
second example. Now go ahead with the others. Choose one of each pair. 
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1...A. 
_B. 
You can spoil a tiny baby by picking him up every time he cries. 
You cannot spoil a tiny baby by picking him up every time he cries. 
2...A. Parents should not pay any attention when small children use naughty 
words. 
_B. Parents should punish small children when they use naughty words. 
3...A. 
_B. 
A father should be his son's best pal. 
A father should not try to be his son's best pal. 
4...A. 
_B. 
Overalls are often the most practical thing for a little girl to wear. 
A little girl should wear dresses instead of overalls. 
5...A. If a mother trains her baby properly, he will not need diapers after 
he is one year old. 
_B. It is better not to start toilet training a baby until he is at 
least a year old. 
6...A. 
_B. 
Teen-agers cannot be expected to be grateful to their parents. 
After all the sacrifices parents make, teen-age children should be 
grateful to them. 
7...A. 
_B. 
It is more fun to watch a child play than to watch him eat well. 
It is more fun to watch a child eat well than to watch him play. 
8...A. If a young mother finds her baby puzzling, she should talk tc some 
older, more experienced woman about her problems. 
_B. If a young mother finds her baby puzzling, she should talk to friends 
her own age who have the same kinds of problems. 
9...A. 
_B. 
Small babies should be fed when they are hungry. 
Small babies should be fed on a regular schedule. 
10...A. A three-year-old who wets his pants should be made to feel ashamed 
of himself. 
.U. There is no use making a child feel ashamed when he wets his pants. 
11...A. A child of 8 should have a little money to spend without telling 
.B. 
his parents. 
A child of 8 should tell his parents how he spends his money. 
12. . . A. The best kind of family life is the kind where the whole family does 
.B. 
everything together. 
tveryone, even a child, needs some privacy in his life. 
13...A. A three-vear-old is likely to he more disturbed by having his 
tonsils out than a six-year-old. 
.B. It \s bettor to have tonsils taken out at three than at six, since 
a three-year-old soon forgets. 
14...A. A house that looks a little untidy is more attractive than one where 
.B. 
everything is always picked up. 
An attractive house has a place for everything and everything in it> 
p 1 ace. 
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15...A. It is up to the parents to train a child to have regular toilet 
habits. 
.B. If too much fuss isn't made, a child's toilet training will take 
care of itself. 
16...A. 
.B. 
If a boy of 6 or 7 lies or steals, he should be punished severely. 
Lying and stealing aren't very serious in boys 6 or 7. 
17...A. 
.B. 
[v- 
A child should be permitted to strike his mother. 
A mother should not be harsh with a small child who strikes her. 
18...A. 
.B. 
Mothers should prepare good meals and let children eat what they like. 
Mothers should teach children to eat everything on their plates. 
19...A. Parents should not ask about a five-year-old's bowel movement unless 
he is sick. 
.B. A child of five should be reminded every day to have his bowel 
movement. 
20...A. More people are doing a good job of raising children today than 30 
.B. 
years ago. 
Fewer people are doing a good job of raising children today than 
30 years ago. 
21...A. If a little girl is a tomboy, her mother should try to get her 
interested in dolls and playing house. 
.B. If a little girl is a tomboy, her mother should let her play boys' 
games. 
22...A. 
.B. 
It is important to see that a young child does not form bad habits. 
If a young child is happy, he will not form bad habits. 
23...A. If a three-year-old still sucks his thumb, his mother should prevent 
.B. 
it or punish him. 
A mother should not prevent a three-year-old from sucking his thumb 
or punish him for doing so. 
24...A. If parents taught their children obedience, the children wouldn't 
get into trouble with the law. 
.11. When a child gets into trouble with the law, it is usually because 
his parents don't love him enough. 
25...A. 
.B. 
Children should be allowed to criticize their parents. 
Children should not be disrespectful of their parents. 
26... A. 
.B. 
It' an older child strikes a younger one, he should always be punished. 
If an older child strikes a younger one, he may have a good reason for 
i t . 
27...A. Boys like to date "fast" girls, but when it comes to getting married, 
.11. 
they choose girls for whom they have more respect. 
Most boys marry the same kind of girl they have been going out with. 
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28...A. A four-year-old is more interested in sex differences than an eight- 
year-old. 
.B. An eight-year-old is more interested in sex differences than a four- 
year-old. 
29...A. Punishing a child doesn't do any good if you make up to him right 
afterwards. 
.B. It is best to make up with a child right after punishing him. 
JO...A. It is foolish for a woman to spend time cleaning house when she has 
a bad cold. 
.B. A woman should keep her house neat even when she has a bad cold. 
31...A. 
.B. 
Most children nowadays aren't taught to respect their parents enough. 
Children have as much respect for their parents nowadays as they ever 
did. 
32. ..A. 
.B. 
It is fun to hear a five-year-old tell big stories. 
A five-year-old should be taught not to tell big stories that aren't 
t rue. 
33. ..A. 
.B. 
Most mothers nowadays let their children get away with too much. 
Most mothers nowadays do a pretty good job of raising their children. 
3'!... A. 
.B. 
In the long run, how much you achieve is what gives you satisfaction. 
In the long run it's not where you get but how much fun you have 
getting there that counts. 
3S...A. It is best for snail children not to watch their parents get dressed 
and undressed. 
.B. It is all right for small children to watch their parents get dressed 
and undressed . 
36. . A. Once you've made rules for your children, you should never go back 
on them. 
.B. In family living it is often best not to be too strict about rules. 
37...A. 
.B. 
It is silly for a woman to worry about coming home alone at night. 
A woman should never be alone on the streets at night. 
38...A. 
.B. 
It is all right to tell a lie to save a friend. 
It is not right to lie, even if someone will be hurt by the truth. 
39 ... A. It is more important to have pretty things in a house than to keep 
.B. 
it spotless. 
It is more important to have the house spotless than to have pictures 
and flowers in it. 
40...A. If a wife doesn't like housework, she should let some of it go and do 
.H. 
things she list's hotter. 
There i< no excuse tor a wife not keeping up with her housework. 
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41...A. Nowadays what most children need is more time to themselves, even 
.U. 
if they waste time. 
Children should make good use of their time after school and during 
vacations. 
42...A. 
.B. 
It is unwise for a mother to pry into her child's secret thoughts. 
It is a mother's duty to make sure she knows everything her children 
are thinking. 
APPENDIX B 
110 
Please answer each item true or false. Please do not skip 
any items. It is important that you answer every item, even 
if you are not quite certain which is the best answer. There 
is NO correct answer. You don't need to be concerned about 
whether or not you may have made a mistake or you may even 
think twice about an answer. Just give the answer you think 
is most appropriate at the moment that you are reading the 
sentence. Some items may sound like others, but all of them 
are slightly different. Answer each item individually and don 
worry about how you answer to somewhat similar previous items. 
Circle either true or false. 
True False l.The beauty of sunsets is greatly overrated. 
True False 2. When I start out in the evening 1 seldom 
know what I'll end up doing. 
True False 3. 1 find it difficult to remain composed 
when I get into an argument. 
True False 4. 1 have sometimes danced by myself just to 
feel my body move with the music. 
True Fa! se 5. I have seldom cared to sing in the shower. 
True False 6. On some mornings I didn't get out of bed 
immediately when I first woke up. 
True False 7. I often get so mad that I lose track of some 
of some of the things I say. 
True Fal se 8. After a busy day a slow walk is often felt 
relaxing. 
True- Fa 1 so 9. There have been a number of occasions when 
people I know have said hello to me. 
True False 10 1 do many things that seem strange to others 
that don't scorn strange to me. 
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True False 11. I usually act first and ask questions later. 
True False 12. I have often enjoyed receiving a strong 
warm handshake. 
True False 13. The sounds of a parade have never excited mo. 
True False 14. When eating a favorite food I have often 
tried to eat slowly to make it last longer. 
True False 15. There have been times when 1 have dialed 
a telephone number only to find that the line 
was busy. 
True False 16. At times when I was ill and tired I have felt 
like going to bed early. 
True Fal se 17. On seeing a soft, thick carpet, I have 
sometimes had the impulse to take off my 
shoes and walk barefoot on it. 
True False 18. If I burped loudly while having dinner in a 
house of someone I knew, I would be embarrassed 
True False 19. One food tastes as good as another. 
True False 20. I never get so angry that I can't speak 
coherently. 
True False 21 . 1 have had very little fun from physical 
activities like walking, swimming, or sports. 
True False 22. On some occasions I have noticed that some 
other people are better dressed than myself. 
True False- 23. I usually laugh out loud at clumsy people. 
True False 24. When I pass by flowers, I have often stopped 
and smelled them. 
True False 25. Sex is okay, but not as much fun as most 
people claim it is. 
True False 27. I have often found walks to be relaxing and 
enjoyable. 
True Fa 1 se 28. 1 like Lo use obscene language to shock people. 
T r ue False 29. Standing on a high place and looking out over 
the view is very exciting. 
True False 30. Trying new foods is something 1 have always 
enjoyed. 
True Fa lse 31 . As often as once a month I have become so 
angry that I have had to hit something 01 
someone to relieve my anger. 
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True False 32. 1 have never louna a cnunueiaiuim e aiix ifi iiumj 
True False 33. I prefer being spontaneous rather 
planning ahead. 
than 
True False 34. The bright lights 
to look at. 
of the city are exciting 
True False 35. I try to remember 
cards. 
to send people birthday 
True False 36. I have often felt 
friends touch me. 
uncomfortable when my 
True False 37. Driving from New York to San Francisco is 
generally faster than flying between these 
cities. 
True False 38. 1 usually control my feelings well. 
True Fal se 39. I have never cared much about the texture 
of food. , 
True False 40. When I have walked by a bakery, the smell 
of fresh bread has often made me hungry. 
True False 41. 1 often do unusual things just to be different 
from other people. 
True False 42. Poets always exaggerate the beauty and joys 
of nature. 
True False 43. Being in debt would worry me. 
True False 44. Beautiful scenery has been a great delight 
to me. 
True False 45. It has always made me feel good when someone 
I care about reaches out and touches me. 
True False 46. 1 break rules just for the hell of it. 
True False 47. It has often felt good to massage my muscles 
when they are tired or sore. 
True False 48. I like to annoy my high school teachers. 
T r ue False 49. 1 have always loved having my back massaged. 
True False 50. I believe that most light bulbs are powered 
by electricity. 
True False 51 . The sound of organ music has often thrilled me 
True? Fa 1 so 52. T.ong term goals are not as important tor 
me as living tor today. 
True False 53. The first winter snowfall has often looked 
pretty to me. 
True False 54. I think that flying a kite is silly. 
True False 55. The sound of rustling leaves has never much 
pleased me. 
True False 56. I usually quit before finishing one activity 
in order to start something else. 
True False 57. I go at least once every two years to visit 
either Northern Scotland or some part of 
Scandinavia. 
True Fal se 58. Thinking things over too carefully can destroy 
half the fun of doing them. 
True False 59. I have usually found soft music boring rather 
than relaxing. 
True False 60. I have never cared to sun bathe; it just makes 
me hot. 
True False 61. I wouldn't worry much if my bills were overdue 
True False 62. I cannot remember a time when I talked with 
someone who wore eyeglasses. 
True False 63. The sound of the rain falling on the root at 
night made me feel snug and secure. 
True Fa lse 64. The smell of dinner cooking has hardly ever 
aroused my appetite. 
True False 65. 1 have usually finished my bath of shower as 
quick as possible to get it over with. 
True False 66. Most people think of me as reckless. 
True False 67. 1 like playing with and petting soft little 
kittens or puppies. 
True False 68. It worries me if I know there are mistakes 
in my work. 
True False 69. When I’m feeling a little sad, singing has 
often made me feel happier. 
True Fa 1 se 70. 1 have had very little desire to try new 
kinds of foods. 
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True False 71. ! don't understand why people enjoy looking 
at the stars at night. 
True Fa 1 sa 72. 1 have always had a number of l.ivoi ite iuul:i. 
True False 73. X think people spend too much time safeguarding 
their future with savings and insurance. 
True False 74 . People who drive carefully annoy me. 
True False 75. I usually find myself doing things "on impulse". 
True False 76. Sun bathing isn't really more fun than lying 
down indoors. 
True False 77. In school I sometimes got into trouble for 
cutting up. 
True False 78 . My parents often objected to the kind of people 
I went around with. 
True False 79. I have always hated the feeling of exhaustion 
that comes from vigorous activity. 
True False 80. My way of doing things is apt to be misunderstood 
by others. 
True False 81. When I really want something, I really don't 
care what it costs. 
True False 82. 1 don't know why some people are so interested 
in music. 
True Fa lse 83. Flowers aren't as beautiful as many people 
claim. 
True False 84. The warmth of an open fireplace has not especia1ly 
soothed me and calmed me. 
True False 85. I have never been in trouble with the law. 
True Fa 1 se 86. Sex is the most intensely enjoyable thing in 
life. 
True False 87. The color that things are painted has seldom 
mattered to me. 
True False 88. No one seems to understand me. 
True Fa 1 se 89. 1 let go and yell a lot when I'm mad. 
True False 90. 1 have seldom enjoyed any kind of sexual 
experience. 
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True False 91. My friends consider me to be a cool controlled 
person. 
True False 92. Sometimes when walking down the sidewalk 1 
have seen children playing. 
True False 93. On hearing a good song I have seldom wanted 
to sing along with it. 
True False 94. I have often enjoyed the feel of silk, velvet, 
or fur. 
True False 95. 1 always stop at red lights. 
True False 96. I really act on impulse. 
True False 97. I have usually found love making to be 
intensely pleasurable. 
True False 98. It's important to save my money. 
True False 99. 1 usually consider different viewpoints before 
making a decision. 
True False 100. I always let people know how 1 feel about 
them, even if it hurts them a little. 
True Fal se 101 . It would embarrass me a lot to have to spend 
a night in jail. 
True False 102. I have never combed my hair before going out 
in the morning. 
True False 103. 1 would probably purchase stolen merchandise 
if I knew it was safe. 
True False 104 . I almost always do what makes me happy now, 
even at the expense of some distant goal. 
True False 105. 1 have had to invent some good excuses to get 
out of work or taking exams. 
True False 106. I never wanted to go on any of the rides at 
an amusement park. 
True False 107. 1 have never had a desire to take off my shoes 
and walk through a puddle barefoot. 
True False 108. Most of the mourners at funerals are just 
pretending to be sad. 
True False 109. Most people say "please" and "thank you" more 
often than it is necessary. 
True False 110. I avoid trouble whenever 1 can. 
True False Ill. There are just not very many X have ever 
really enjoyed doing. 
True False 112. I sometimes do dangerous things just for 
the thrill of it. 
True False 113. I don't have much sympathy for people whom 
I can push around and manipulate easily. 
True False 114 . When I want something, delays are unbearable. 
True False 115. I have sometimes enjoyed the feeling of 
strength in my muscles. 
True False 116. I frequently over eat and wonder why later. 
True False 117. I have always found organ music dull and 
unexciting. 
True False 118. A good soap lather when I'm bathing has 
sometimes soothed and refreshed me. 
True False 119. A brisk walk has sometimes made me feel good 
all over. 
True False 120. I have been fascinated with the dancing 
of flames in the fireplace. 
True False 121. I find that I often walk with a limp which 
is the result of a sky diving accident. 
True False 122. The taste of food has always been important 
to me. 
True False 123. During one period when I was a youngster 
I engaged in petty thievery. 
True False 124. When I have seen a statute I have had the 
urge to feel it. 
True False 125. Dancing, or the idea of it, has always seemed 
dull to me. 
True False 126. I cannot remember a single occasion when I have 
ridden on a bus. 
APPENDIX C 
Name 
SENTENCE COMPLETION FOR MEN (form 81) 
Age_Marital Status 
Education_ 
Instructions: Complete the following sentences. 
1. When a child will not join in group activities 
2. Raising a family 
3. When I am criticized 
4. A man's job 
5. Being with other people 
6. The thing I like about myself is 
7. My mother and I 
8. What gets me into trouble is 
9. Education 
10. When people are helpless 
11. Women are lucky because 
12. A good father 
13. A girl has a right to 
14. When they talked about sex, I 
15. A wife should 
16. I feel sorry 
17. A man feels good when 
18. Rules are 
19. Crime and delinquency could be halted if 
20. Men are lucky because 
21. I just can't stand people who 
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22. At times he worried about 
23. I am 
24. A woman feels good when 
25. My main problem is 
26. A husband has a right to 
27. The worst thing about being a man 
28. A good mother 
29. When I am with a woman 
30. Sometimes he wished that 
31. My father 
32. If I can’t get what I want 
33. Uusually he felt that sex 
34. For a woman a career is 
35. My conscience bothers me if 
36. A man should always 
* 
APPENDIX D 
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OPINIONS ABOUT SOCIAL PROBLEMS 
ornhl1I'i‘ i» aimed At understending how people think about aoclai 
Dlffaxant people often have different opinion, about qu.ations of ^ght 
and wrong. Thera are no right" answers in the way that there ar« -< 
naih probi^a. W. would like you to tell u. what you think about aeveral^robr^a “ 
*t°r^**' P^P^* will be fed to a coeiputer to find the avtru* #__ ... , 
and no one will ... your individual an.3. * f°r ¥taU 
Pleaae give ua the following informationt 
Name 
female 
_ Class and period 
School 
male 
111 '.'^••tlonnaire you will be asked to give your opinion, about several 
•lories. Here is a story as an example. 
Prank Jones ha. been thinking about buying a car. He is married, ha. two small 
children and earn, an average income, the car he buys will be his family', only car. 
It will be used mostly to get to work and drive around town, but sometls*s for va¬ 
cation tripe also. In trying to decide what car to buy. Prank Jones realized that 
there ware a lot of question, to consider. Below there is a List of soma of these 
questions. 
If you were Prank Jones, how important would each of these questions be in decid¬ 
ing what car to buy? 
Instructions for Part A; (Sample Question) 
the left hand side check one of the spaces by each statement of a consideration. 
(For instance, if you think that statement #1 is not important in making a decision 
about buying a car, check the space on the right.) 
IMPORTANCEi 
Great Much Son* Little No 
1. Whether the car dealer was in the sas* block a. 
where Frank lives. (Note that in this sample, 
the person taking the questionnaire did not think 
this was inportant in making a decision.) 
/ 
2. Would a used car be more economical in the long 
run than a new car. (Note that a check was put in 
the far left space to indicate the opinion that 
this is an inportant issue in making a decision 
about buylnq a car«J 
/ 3. Whether the color was green, Frank's favorite color 
/ 
4. Whether the cubic inch displacement was at least 
200. (Note that if you are unsure about what 
"cubic inch displacement" means, then mark it "no 
importance.") 
J 5. Would a lax , roomy car ba bat tar than a contact oar. 
/ 
6. Whether the front connibilies were differential. 
(Note that if a statement sounds like gibberish or 
nonsense to you, mark it "no importance."J 
Instructions for Part 3: (Sample Question) 
Prcsn the list of questions above, select the most important one of the whole group. 
Put the number of the most important question on the top line below. Do likewise for 
your 2nd, 3rd and 4th most Important choices. (Note that the top choice, in this case 
will come from the statements that were checked on the far left-hand side—statements 
#2 and »5 were thought to be very important. In deciding what is the most important, 
a person would re-read #2 and »S, and than pick one of them ae the moat important, then 
put the other one as "second moat important," and so on.) 
MOST SECOND MOST IMPORTANT THIRD MOST IMPORTANT FOURTH MOST IMPORTANT 
3- L 3 
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WrUZ AKD TKK DRUG 
In Europe * -o««, W«. near Juth fro. e «peoial Rind of cancer. There we* oo, 
drug th*C tha doctor, thought might save her. it wee . for* of tidlu. that • druggi.t 
in the town had r.ctnUy discovered. Tha drug waa expensive to make, but thr/ 
druggiat was charging tan times what tha drug coat to maka. Ha paid $200 for tha 
radium and charged $2000 for a .mail do*a of tha drug. Tha sick woman's huaband. Halm 
want to avaryona ha knew to borrow tha nonary, but ha could only gat togathar about 
S1000, which la half of what it coat. Ha told tha druggist that his wlf. waa dying, 
and Asked him to Ball It chaapar or lat him pay latar. But tha druggiat aald, "No, I 
diaoovaxad tha drug and I’m going to make money from it.* So Hainr got daaparata and 
bagan to think about breaking into tha man1 a a tor. to ataal tha drug for hia wif«. 
Should Haina ataal tha drug? (Chack ona) 
Should ataal It Can't dacida Should not ataal It 
IKPORTkNCZj 
Great Much Soma little No 
1. Whether a comaunlty's lawa are going to ba upheld. 
2. Isn't it only natural for a Loving huaband to car. 
so much for hia wlfa that ha'd steal? 
3. Is Hains willing to risk g.tting shot as a burglar 
or going to jail for tha chanca that ataaling tha 
drug might halp? 
4. Whathar Hainr is a professional wrestler, or has 
considerable lnfluanca with professional wrestlers. 
Whathar Hainr is staaling for himsalf or doing this 
solely to halp someone aIsa. 
Whathar tha druggist's rights to his Invantlon have 
to ba raapectad. 
7. Whathar tha aasanca of living is more encompassing 
than tha tarainatlon of dying, socially and indi- 
vi dually. 
8. What values are going to be the basis for governing 
how people act towards each other. 
9. Whether tha druggist is going to ba allowed to hide 
behind a worthless law which only protacts the rich 
anyhow. 
10. Whether tha lsw in this casa is getting in the way 
of the most basic claim of any member of society. 
11. Whether the druggiat deserves to be robbed for being 
so greedy and cruel. 
12. Would stealing in such a case bring about more total 
good for the whole society or not. 
from the list of questions above, select the four most important: 
Most important 
Second Most Important 
Third Most Important 
fourth Most Important 
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STUDENT TAKE-OVER 
At Harvard University a grcrnp of students, caUad tha Studanta for a Democratic 
Sociaty (SOS), baliava that tha University should not hava an army ROTC program SDS 
students are against tha war In Vlat Nam, and tha army training program help. ,.nd 
man to fight In Vlat Nam. Tha SDS studants demanded that Harvard end tha army ROTC 
training program as a university course. This would man that Harvard studanta could 
not gat army training as part of their regular course work and not gat credit for it 
towards their degrees. 
Agreeing with the SDS studants, tha Harvard professors voted to end tha ROTC pro¬ 
gram as a university course. But tha President of tha University stated that ha 
wanted to keep the army program on campus as a course. The SDS students felt that tha 
President was not going to pay attention to tha faculty vote or to their demands. 
So, one day last April, two hundred SDS students walked into the university's 
administration building, and told everyone alsa to gat out. They said they were doing 
this to force Harvard to get rid of the army training program as a course. 
Should tha students have taken over tha administration building? (Chock one) 
_*•«» they should take it over _ Can't decide _No, they shouldn't taka it over 
IMPORTANCE: 
Great Much Soma Little No 
1 
1. Are tha students doing this to really help other 
people or ara they doinq it lust for kicks? 
1 
1 
2. Do tha students have any right to take over prop¬ 
erty that doesn't belonq to them? 
3. Do tha students realize that they might be arrested 
and fined, and even expelled from school? 
4. Would taking over the building in tha long run 
benefit more people to a greater extent? 
1 
5. Whether the president stayed within the limits of 
his authority In ignorlnq tha faculty vote. 
1 i 6. Will the takeover anger tha public and give all students a bad name? 
7. Is taking over a building consistent with principles 
of luatlce? 
! 1 ! 9. Would allowing one student taka-ovar encourage many other student take-overs? 
1 i | ! 9. Did tha president bring this misunderstanding on himself by belnq so unreasonable and uncoooerative? 
. 
! 
1 
j i i 
1 
1 
1 ! 
10. Whether running tha university ought to be in the 
hands of a few administrators or in tha hands of 
all the people. 
1 1 i 
; i 1 
11. Are tha students following principles which they 
believe ara above the law? 
I i ! j 12. Whether or not university decisions ought to be respected by students. 
From tha list of questions above select tha four most important: 
Most Important 
Second Most Important 
Third Most Important 
Fourth Most Important 
ESCAPED PRISONER 
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A mAn had bean sentenced to prison for 10 yaaxs. Aftar on* y**r, however, h* 
esc*pad from prison, moved to * n«w trat of the country, and took on tha nua of 
Thompson. For 8 year* h* worked hard, and gradually h* saved anough sonsy to buy 
his ovn buainass. Ha was falx to his customars, gave his employees top wages, 
gaw* cost of his own profits to charity. Than on* day, Mrs. Jonas, an old naighbor, 
raoognirad him as tha man who had ascapad from prison 8 yaars bafora, and whom tha 
polics had baan looking for. 
Should Mrs. Jonas raport Mr. Thompson to tha polica and hava him sant back to prison? 
(Chack on*) 
Should raport him Can't dacida Should not raport him 
IMPORTANCE! 
Graat Much Soma Litti* No 
1. Hasn't Mr. Thompson baan good anough for such a 
lonq time to prove he isn't a bad parson? ! i ; 
i i ‘ : 2. Evmrytim* socmon* escapes punishment for a crime, doesn't that lust encouraqe more crime? 
i ! 3. Wouldn't we be better off without prisons and the 
oppression of our leqal svstems? 
i 4. Has Mr. Thonpaon really oaid his debt to societv? 
! ■ ! 5. Would society be failing what Mr. Thonpson should fairly expect? 
j | 6. What banafits would prisons b« apart from society, 
•specially for a charitable man? 
i j • 1 7. How could anyona be so crual and haaxtlcss as to 
sand Mr. Thonpson to prison? 
! i : i 
! 1 
8. Would it be fair to ail the prisoners who had to 
serve out their full sentences if Mr. Thonpson was 
let off? 
i 9. Was Mrs. Jonas a good friend of Mr. Thonpson? 
10. Wouldn't, it b« a citizen.1 s duty to report an escaped 
criminal, reaajrdless of the circumstances? 
| 11. How would tha will of tha people and the public good 
1 best be served? 
i j 12. Would going to prison do any good for Mr. Thompson 
i 1 or orotect anybodv? 
From tha list of questions above, salad tha four most important: 
Most Important 
Second Moat Important 
Third Most Inportant 
Fourth Most Important 
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THE DOCTOR’S DILEMMA 
K lady was dying of cinc«r which could not be cured and aha had only about 
six months to live. Sha was in terrible pain, but sha was so weak that a good 
dose of pain-killer like morphine would make her die sooner. She was delirious 
and almost crazy with pain, and in her calm periods, she would ask the doctor to 
give her enough morphine to kUl her. She said sha couldn’t stand the pain and 
that she was going to die in a few months anyway. 
What should the doctor do? (Check one) 
He should give the lady an _ _ Can’t decide Should not give 
overdose that will make her die the overdose 
IMPORTANCE: 
Great Much Some Little No 
1. Whether th* woman's family i* in favor of giving 
her the overdose or not. 
2. Is the doctor obligated by the same laws as 
everybody else if giving her an overdose would 
be the same as killing her. 
i 3. Whether people would be much better off without 
society regimenting their lives and even their 
deaths. 
4. Whether the doctor could make it appear like an 
accident. 
i 
i 
5. Does the state have the right to force continued 
existence on those who don't want to live. 
! 1 6. What 1s the value of death prior to society’s perspective on personal values. 
7. Whether the doctor has sympathy for the woman's 
suffering or carea more about what society might 
think. 
1 1 1 - 
8. Is helping to end another's life ever a responsible 
act of cooperation. 
j | | 9. Whothsr only God 3hould decide when a person's 
life should end. 
i i 1 
10. What values the doctor has set for himself in his 
own personal coda of behavior. 
i 
11. Can society afford to let everybody and their lives 
whan they want to. 
l 
i 12. <~jin society allow suicides or mercy killing and 
still protect the lives of individuals who want to 
live. 
From the list or questions above. select the four most ir*>ortant: 
Most Important 
Second Most Important 
Third Most Important 
Fourth Most Important 
-f>- 
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WEBSTER 
Hr. Webstar was tha ownar and manager of a gaa station. Ha wanted to hire 
another mechanic to help him, but good mechanics were hard to find. The only 
person he found who seemed to be a good mechanic wee Mr. Lee, but ha waa Qvineae. 
While Hr. Webater himself didn’t have anything against Orientals, ha was afraid 
to hire Mr. Lee because many of his customers didn’t like Orientals. His customers 
might take their business elsewhere if Hr. Lee was working in the gas station. 
Whan Hr. Lea asked Hr. Webster if he could have the job, Mr. We be ter said that 
he had already hired somebody else. But Mr. Webster really had not hired anybody, 
because he could not find anybody who was a good mechanic besides Hr. Lee. 
What should Mr. Webstar have done? (Check one) 
_ Should have hired Hr. Lee _ Can't decide _ Should not have hired him 
IMPORTANCE: 
Great Much Some Little No 
1. Does the owner of a business have the right to 
make his own business decisions or not? 
2. Whether there is a law that forbids racial dis¬ 
crimination in hiring for jobs. 
1 i 
?. Whether Mr. Webater is prejudiced against 
oriantals himself or whether he ^- nothing 
personal in refusing the job. 
4. Whether hiring a good mechanic or paying attention 
to his customers' wishes would be best for his 
business. 
I 5. What individual differences ought to be relevant in deciding how society's roles are filled? 
1 6. Whether the greedy and coupetitive capitalistic 
system ought to be completely abandoned. 
M 
7. Do a majority of people in Mr. Webster's society 
feel like his customsra or are a majority against 
prejudice? 
< 1 i 
8. Whether hiring capable men like Hr. Lee would use 
talents that would otherwise be lost to society. 
i 9. Would refusing the job to Hr. Lee be consistent 
with Mr. Webster's own moral beliefs? 
' i i 
t 1 
1 10. Could Mr. Webster be so hard-hearted as to refuse the job, knowinq how much it means to Hr. Lee? 
i i ! 11. Whether the Christian commandment to love your follow man applies in this case. 
i . i | 12. If someone’s in need, shouldn't he be helped regard¬ less of what you get back from him? 
From the list of questions above, select the four cost isportant: 
Most Important 
Second Most Important 
Third Most Important 
Fourth Most Important 
-7- 
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HEWSPAPER 
Fred, e senior In high school, wanted to publish a mliwographed nawapapar 
for students so that ha could express many of his opinions. Ha wanted to speak 
out agamst tha war m Viet Ham and to speak out against some of the school's 
rules. Like tha rule forbidding boys to wear long hair. 
Whan Fred started his nawapapar, he asked his principal for permission. 
The principal said it would ba all right if bafora every publication Fred would 
turn in all his articles for tha principal's approval. Fred agreed and turned in 
several articles for approval. The principal approved all of them and Fred 
published two issues of tha paper in tha next two weeks. 
But tha principal had not expected that Fred's newspaper would receive so 
much attention. Students ware so excited by tha paper that they began to organize 
protests against tha hair regulation and other school rules. Angry parents 
objected to Fred's opinions. They phoned the principal tailing him that tha news¬ 
paper was unpatriotic and should not be published. As a result of tha rising 
excitement, the principal ordered Fred to stop publishing. He gave as a reason 
that Fred's activities were disruptive to the operation of the school. 
Should the principal stop the newspaper? (Check one) 
Should stop it Can't decide Should not stop it 
IMPORTANCE: 
Great Much Some Little No 
1. Is the principal more responsible to students 
or to the parents? ~i i r 
i : ! 1 i 
2. Did the principal give his word that the news¬ 
paper could be published for a long time, or did 
he just promise to approve the newspaper one 
issue at a time? 
i ! 3. Would the students start protesting even more if the orincipal stopped the newsoaDer? 
i | 4. When the welfare of the school is threatened, does 
the principal have the right to give orders to 
!_students?  
I 5. Does the principal have the freedom of speech to 
' say "no* In this case?_ 
6. If the principal stopped the newspaper would he be 
i_preventing full discussion of important problems? 
7. Whether the principal's order would make Fred lose 
i faith In the principal.  
• 8. Whether Fred was really loyal to his school and 
1 patriotic to hl3 country. 
! 9. What effect would stopping the paper have on the 
student's education in critical thinking and 
' judgments?___ 
10. Whether Fred was in any way violating tha rights of 
'_others in publishing his own opinions._ 
11. Whether the principal should be influenced by some 
angry parents when it is the principal that knows 
__best what is going on in the school._ 
12. Whether Fred was using the newspaper to stir up 
hatred and discontent. 
From the list of questions above, select the four most important: 
Most Important 
Second Most Important 
Third Most Important 
Fourth Most Important 

